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To his, W orſhipfull, loving, aad 
j/ well beloved friends, AldermanBurnce 
and his lovin 


* 48 
OY baeſle, lihinke che 
Yell: greateſt of, all;, fomecxcepr 
\ f the fignce againſt! the 
SY Ghoſt, 1 am. tyrc the whole 


Creation groaueth d traebeths ah, in 
paige for it «. this day4 lly che lixde 
world, mankind: The & which arc ups 
an. our badies, {uulesr goods, names, are 
hence. Hence diſeales on and-inthe bady 
Os the, frees us; from whigh, 
ae af wy » $akerh. 
and indultry.af.the-Phyſitian, 


nd when he pr pranduner qo will-be 


fartheſgule,& (eld be God) eee 4s 3 


_ compleate 


SY 4s 


| = 


FI for che 
oa = FT} The ning 
Nin Sn Bel ' >6dyroo i in the glori. 
ous. reſurteAtion, the Javevien Prepared to be 
revealed inthe laſt ,. 

A maine partof. lyation is Juſlificati- 
on, juſt making, by it ſuch as beleeve arc holy, 
unreprovable, unblmeble m_Gods fight , white 
4s Snow, and vl iter, perfeBied forever, ſo are 
all thoſe that are anti { *Geddealedh with 


them ae Dodo all w .freah 


from 'guile-and paniſhmene; lyſo 
called; whatfoever 18 Caf SRper aro o* ſa 
tisfacory; and giveth'them life. 

\: Heer © frace with God,” rejyycing in hope of 
ety ;ghrjing in tibjilations ag ainſt/dami ſin; 
the death'cauſed by3t , fedonde ro finne, 
freedomefrom righteoulneſſe, the power 
that'was, and the#liques, yeaandrhoſe'of 

omiſions;&oomiffions; erſte worlds 
accuſations; condemniations;the Devill and 
conſcience. Its is God that juſtifieth, who can 
condemn; who conley any thing to their charge ? 
Phyſitians aprec n6derabourthe cure 'of The 
body, tivr Divines about this of the foule. 
Sos "Cilferences there are about other 


things, 
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| 0 ze = all ; 2bour th t 'w y hh. $ 
- thefforme; or whapis:infleed of it; ſorne 
give! it faith imputed ind proper ftnſe, lo the 
Animadrverſor I deal with ſometimes, fome- - 
times. remilſion of finnes, both: which 
| he caljeth cighteouſneſſe, (righteouſaeſle 
is confelledly neceſſary to juſtification. ) 
Papiſts to- faith, hope, and charity; 
both-make Chriſt the: meritotious -caule, 
Icis bis merit. whence (faith: js. imputed and 
juſtifieth,faich one; bismerit; | thas faith, bope,; 
and charity, juſtifie;lo theother-..- 

I deny faith, .bope, and! charity ;: yea, 
faich.alone(in- a; proper Tenſe: Though i 
allow faith robe the inſtrumene applying, 
that by which; Lprofcfle'my {elle/a friend 
of -imputationof the Aftive and: Paſſive obedi. 
ence of Chriſt, that,as thac obedience is the 
mericoriops:caufe, ſo the marter,:and that 
impured, given orappliedby-Godxhefor- 
mal cauſe,or that which ſapplieth the place: 
thereof : whileſt ſome have Cs buſie a- 
bout other-controverſies of out times, and. 
others in an cager perſuice of war; (having 
a little more leiſure then ever before, noe 
uſed to be idle) have laboured in this con- 

ow croverlie: 
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rroverſie he clearing of ir. My firftand laſt 
thoughts of ſore ro whom I ſhould De- 
dicatethis, pitched on you both, and I de- 
ſireyouto take it as a pledge of unfeig- 
ned lovcand cthankfulnes for manyloving 
kindnefles, for conſtant friendfhip. hope 
the cauſe (being the conſtant tenet of al 
Proteſtants againſt Arminians andPapiſts) 
will defend it ſelfe; [tis leſus Ohriſts cauſe, 
he wilt never leaveit. If io your peruſall'of 
igicſhall contributeto. your eſtabliſhment, 
to your peaceand: comfort in-life 6 death; 
to your boldneſlc in ſtanding before Gods 
ciburall here and hereafers(which was St. 
Pauls defire, and the: praftite'of all chart did 
everſo ftand) 1 have: mane-aime- in 
chis mine inticuling.icroyouboth, whom 
I truly love, which I earneſtly deſire and 
pray for, reftingever yours in all ſervices 
of lovetobe commanded, | 


Aprill .3. 1643- 


Huzxxy RomzOnGn. 


2292322 $2022. 
Reverend Bre- 


an, m 
Fon of Gods VW ord 


in hats of Londen, with all others. = 
in that worke of the « Mi 
Lord in. other parts of *R 
this Kingdome. 2 


Rezerend Sirr, W- 
= w==ja0 uU have here preſented uato _ by 

AV s on Mr. F.6 E, 
, and an examination: 


—= Hec wt pena and i 

mais), unto-you all. Heaſſerteth-the ape nw ation: 0 
of fa for rihemſheſe, dx in pop fre 
denying the 1mputation of Chriſfts rig e170) 
Foilfcaion be *F 

Though he granteth faithyimputed ,. to- be thar- "x 
whole biel « Chri »Þ+ 6. Fr.z and that, it i its: 64 
office to bring us to ellowſhip with Chriſt, and of that 
Juſt: fication and redemption which Chriſt hath purcha-- 
ſed, p. 5. ib. and that i#:5 eſſential ro 1320 lay. hold ow. 
Chriſt,p.14. 

Yer be aſſerteth this faith nee to be taken figura-- 
tively ys a Metoymy or Metalepſis with reſpet# to Ss : 
objett, becauſe it icth boldow Chriſt or Chrifts righ-- 
trouſneſſe, Ti.1.p. 14. bus properly andformally,p.22.. 
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8.29, ho * BIRT YAPE "Fi 
The of fr Eris ſake, os Chriſtrmerts fave II 


then, Sarde Heb de oye the Nt _ 
js 


—— ror obedience of hu he jad bs 
| —_ neſſe by which we are juſtified;p.1 3, 
fairt#(notina rative, Bi pOoper. 
cored nd accepted £4 righ = 
The ſame favenrs, rew rivileages 
of 12 that ſhould: heve hen pry it 
Pl that legal righteonſneſſe had it beene ful- 
P..IS. 16. It is a p.6, a6: a0ildbls 
p18 A ret: ation, p. 15. 

It « all that God requires of mento their joffifics 
row in wa Ihe rig IR © of 'the Law, p. 91. 
Andtherefore if God fþ _—_ t OF AtConint it. 
wnto them for robes 42 ftland them 
ae contra r juſt; es p.92. Yea, 


calleth ir from Phil, 3.9. a richre 
which hot baofetfe hath fopnil out, and ord 
owne and countenance F arconnt for 71 'ghreonſneſſe 
men,ant no other but F, .36. Ur eee free 


mentioned 1s as being and: Banding in faith,&-c.und he 
calleth ir « righteooſnes which will certainely carry it, 
notwithft anding all the unliket;hood and ſeeming ins- 
perfett;ons of it, aud that thething # fully concluded” 
and eftabliſhed with God Accor ib. 

This Is the Helena he contendettfor, in Prea- 


ching firſt, and now.in Print.The condition, | 
God, and required os mans. part, in | _—_ : 
Priſts riphreouſhefſe, rhe objeRs 


nierh the objec of this faith'as juſt 1 Jn 
"this San NY Rs ri a ele p.1h] 
2ad imperfeRt Highoueſii Croemredde ip 


———_—_ een. 
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ge. The Epiſtle. 


to makeitaccepted, if cvcritbeſo, inthis.1 ſay 
will he be found not that which is by faith as an 
inſtrument, received and put on, and would have 
us to be ſo roo, which God forbid. It will not ſteed 
us before Gods tribunall, his friend Parexs calleth 
i Blaſphemy egainſt the holy Ghoſt, as in the front is 
ſhewedzthe Apoſtles tex is for faith of:Chriſt, and 
his righteouſneſſe , his righteouſneſle _ thar 
_—_ is imputed , Rom, 4.6. 11. as I ſhall fully 
CW. 

Itis obſervable, that this which is here by him 
eſtabliſhed, is A by him alſo inct- 
fet confounded with remiſhon of finnes which 
with him formally juſtifieth, This he calleth the 
imputing of righteouſneſſe. To ſhew that God hath no 
other righteouſneſſe to conferre upon 4 ſinner, but that 
which ſtands in forgiveneſſe of ſinnes , Tr. 2.p. 7. 
That rieghteouſneſſe which God is ſaid toimpute uno 
men through faith, u nothing elſe (being interpreted) 
but the reload of f m_ Tr. 1. p. 75. ths (he 
faith) hath the priviledges, though vols nature 4 
perfett righteouſneſſe, p. 76. Bur let that paſſe, 
ing fully conſidered in due places. 

Againe, the thing he mainly oppoſeth, is the 
ative obedience or righteouſneſſe of Jeſus Chriſt, 
of this he ſaith, amongſt tbe variety of the objetts of 
faith in the Scriptures, there us not the leaſt mention as 
before. . 

c ar (eſtabliſhing the paſhve obedience as the 
meritorious cauſe imputed in its now fai 
now pardon of finnes) telleth us, That if Chri 
had fulfilled the' Law for #s in our ſteede, there had 
beene no vecaſion of his dying for us, and that there is 


no 


” Ly 


The Epiſtle. 
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we light clearer then this, Concluf. 5. Tr z. P. 10. 

Yea chough he calleth it a» efficient remote, nor 
immed; ate, qualifying him to, but having no immedi- 
ate influence, Tr. 2. p. 69. 

Yer it is not cede ſine mamas bor him ; Cau- 
4 ſire qua non, 1s 6auſa ſtolrda & ocioſa, ovely preſent 

je bs iow, and doth fro Ch as rod 
againſt Bith. p.497. Cauſe ſine qua non, non eſt cauſa, 
as the Logitians.. This is a remore efficient confe(- 
ſed, and ſocas[a. 

And for the ative: obedience: of Chriſt in the 
production of this effe, Juſtification, Mr. Fohn 
Goodwine, ſeemeth to me to {ay enough toreſtabliſh 
it in good carneſt, and ro have no cauſe of exclu- 
ding the ſame, which yet he often doth. 

We deny not the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt in it ſelfe, 
rather we ſuppoſe and eſtabliſh it, p. 16, neither the 
abſolute neceſiity of it , neither the meritorioas efficien- 
cie or cauſality, inreſpetF of the Fuſtification of a ſin- 
ner,p.16. but beleeves,c5c. we are juſtified for the me- 
rits ſake of Chriſts righteouſneſſe, there being a full 
confideration in it, why God ſhould juſtifie thoſe that 
beleeve in him, It is true, he meaneth the Paſtve 
righteowſneſſe chiefely, p..16, which doth not exclude 
the Attive. 

Yea, 1hat it falling into the Paſiive, and conſide- 
red in conjunttion with it hath influence into,and con- 
tributeth towards the jofifeetity of 4a ſinner, as ac- 
knowledrzed on both h s, P» 7+ That, together they 


may be called 4 righteouſneſſe , for which ,, but at 18 
hand with which we are juſtified, p. 62. Wherefo:c 
they muſt be both together included: or excluded, 
and inthe ſame ſorr. 


A 2. He 


- pe A, a 
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. Hewillw#t __ the iT and re Foy ar 
auſneſſe [cparatedis reſpett of this common effett juſti- 
ae pe 32. and ot & the Ative ſeparated will 
not profit, ſo neithcr will the Paſcive it ſelft be. found it 
ſelfe, that is an atonement. or expiation of ſinne accor- 
ding tothe will and purpoſe of God, except we bring in 
the Adtive toit, P. 132. 

And elſewhere, Though it be nat ſatufattory ſimply 
and direitly init ſelf nor contributing any thing by way 
of merit towards the juſtification of a ſinner, ſo that God 
u mcved thereby to juſtific ' any man, (theſe ate his 
hungry and cold, it conſiſtent, . expreſſions) Tet it 
cannot be denied— butit hath a moving efficiencie—— 
qualifying in part the Sacrifice of Chriſt for the. ful- 
neſſe and height of acceptation with God, Tr. 2. p.8r. 
It was of abſolute neceſity toqualific aud fit the Sacri- 
fice for the Altar, to tender him a perſon meete by his 
death, and Sacrifice to make an atonement. -— The 
abſolute holineſſe and. righteouſneſſe of the humanity 
it ſelfe was of neceſſary concurrence thereunto,p. 201. 

There is great. weight aud moment inthe righte- 
ouſneſſe of Chriſts'perſon, to aſſure or ſecure the. cox- 
ſciences of men concerning their juſtification. by his 
death —= 1t qualifieth his perſon at op in part far 
that meritoriouſneſſe of his death which may ſtand the 
world in fteed for their juſtification, p. 204. 

He acknowledgerh the infinite perfection and 
worth of it, p. 87. 

And that the habitual elle, of his perſon and 
morall ringer Ave obeaience hi life—— 
are e{ſextially and dire#ly requiſite to make his death 
ard ſufferings, Juſtification and life and ſalvation to 
them as hath beene further opencd in the former part 
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i the Tnaiſe rap. 55; Thefe ate tnvenſiderad, 
Itis true he wo us, that Ghriſts Aiirve obte 


dienctethes of nature u8d life mare due "fan: himfeife. 


But will not conſfider that what is due canhot.me- 
rit, be that doth all-iv hrtaw is fervent, re 
hath done but what he ought, if the merit be 
deſtroyed, how can it make Chriſta Prieſt,or his 
Sacrifice an atunement 2 how isit,ah is felfcanar 
ronement or expiation of finne as before 2: 


And what is become of our jaſtiftcation- and 


ſalvation, yea of the glory of Chritt ? 

You ſhall read dangerous doctrine about the 
imputation of Adams ſinne, that it is ours but in the 
fed, net the ſinne it ſelfe, as his opinion 1s alſo of 
the imputation of Chriſts righteouineſſe;as if our 
ſpiricuall death in which we were borne,fuppoſed 
not our finne , Adams, ours finne by. -imputa- 
tion, X | 

Of Adams (inne he ſaith, (exrenuating it mbch 
though he ſaith he doth it not) Itis a ſinfnll fium- 
bling or miſ-carrying. Not out of envie, malice , or 
other ſiniſter end or intention,which are the maine ag- 
gravations of ' 4 finne, and rayſing the offenſiveneſſe 
of it 18 the greateſt height, but out of an inconſiderat- 
weſſe or incogitance, which though it be xo cloake for 
ſonne, yet is it 4 roote of the leaft bitterneſſe or provece- 
tion from whence it us lightly poſthle for ſinne toſpring, 
Concluſ, 10. p. 19. 20. 2. Tr. Are you of this opt- 
nion of Adams finne? Lthink otherwiſe, and indue 
place ſhew ut. | 

And what doe you conceive of this in his fonre- 
teenth Conclaſ, The ſemenct or curſe of the Law was 

A 3 not 
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px. go executed on Chriſt in bis death; ' But his 
death was S gronrd or conſideration to God whereby to 
diſpemce with his Law , to let ator fol eXl- 
cution of rhe penalty or curſe threamned. —=. 
Neither did God require the death and ſuffering of 
Chriſt 45 4 valuable confideratios whereon to di- 
ſpence with his Law , towards thoſe that doe beleeve ' 
more , or - ſo much in 4 way of ſatisfattion to his 

juſtice , then his wiſdome , for God might with as 
much jufice have paſſed the tranſgreſſions of his 

Law without conſideration or ſatisfattion, p.33. 

What 1 conceive I tell you in due places. I 
beſeech you interpoſe your felves ro: the ſerling 
of our brother. I perſwade my ſelfe and know 
many of you are the ſame with our learned re- 
formed Divines, who whether they are for that 
I oppoſe, and inthat name enemies of this impu- 
tation, I leave alſo the world to judge.- 

I profeſſe my {elfe amongſt the friends of Im- 
putation (as Mr. G. callerh us, 2. Tr. p. 147.) of the 
ARive and Paſſive obedience of Chriſt, the opi- 
nion he holds, I alſo hare, (Ithanke Chriſt) and 
as yet ſee no cauſeto change my judgement. 

If Mr. Geodwine hath yet more to. ſay in this 
cauſe, if he be more ſuccint, replying in & 
Chriſtuan and brotherly manner (which I carneſt- 
ly defire) he ſhall finde me cedere- weſcium, 
ready for a further rriall; and if in any thing 
I ſhall not agree with others, my revercnd Bre- 
thren, and they ſhall lovingly advertiſe me of ir 
they. ſhall finde-me a lover and imbracer of 
the truth. ſhewed ; Homo ſon, nihil humanuns- 4 

| me 


po_ 
1 LY Wn - 


kd 


Your weakeſt Brother and 
Companioninthe work 
of Jeſus Chriſt, 


Henxy Roznoucy, 


PIES 
——_ 


Part.!, 


The Doctrine of. 
Animadverſions on it 
fions upon M. George Walkers Defence of the 
erue ſenſe of the Apoſtle Rom.4-4,5.&c. cons 
raining the two firit Ch $ of his 


T reatiſe of Fuſtification. 


= Fc Dofrine of free Juſtification js 
x worthily,higbly cſtcemed of, by all 
WIL Orthodox Divines. As by Heres 
q tiques, bY it 15 principally called into 
WEED controverſie ; fo by the other againſt 
SSME8 them hath it beene maintained; 
Rd When as they khaveentred lifts with 
SCREEN EERESR) them,they haveſet the ſame amongit 
the chiefeſt Articles of Chriſtian religion. The cruch 
thereof profeſſed and maintained in the Reformed Churches 
apainſt Romaniſt:,l finde tiled by ene, (6b); the dof#rine of 
Cri and the Apoſtles of the chiefe Article of Salvation: who 
afterwards leaveth this alſo upon record concerning it. c 
Fuſt ification is a principle and binge («s Bellar, with Pighius 
ingenuouſly confeſſeth) on which or in which all con- 
traverſies betweene 8 and the Pontificians are infoulded. Pa- 
rews calleth it, (4) beſides others moſt neceſſary; and giveth 
this reaſon- (e) For this queſtion( of the formall cauſe of juſt i= 
fication) 3s one of the greateſt,in which ſacred T beologie is ſepa- 
rated from Philoſophy that 1s humane, the Gofpell from the Law, 
the Church of Chriſt from Fews,T urks,P agans, Proteſtants from 
papiſts.fIt wa, faith he,C 4s the chiefe cauſe of the divorce which 
the Þ roteſtant Churches were inforced to make from the Roman 
Papacy. Learned Jwuniws calleth it ( g) a it were the kernell 


% 


SeR. I. 


Philoſophia humgha,Evangehum a 


Fo 


quzſtio hzc (de formal icauſa Juſtificationis) una ex maximis quibus ſacra t 


The worth of 
the'd »Mrme of 
free juſtiheatid. 
a Preciprein 
comroverham 
vocarur. 
b DoQrman- 
Chridi & A-! 
poſtolorumde 
pizcipuo ſaſn- 
tis articulo Dy, 
Wy LeB. 5.4 
uftrf pl42 
7 Jukibcario 
principium eſt 
& cardo ( ut 
mgenue cum 
Pighio agnof- 
cit Bellarminid 
de Fuſtif. 1.1.6. 
4- 4 QUO pen. 
dent,velin 
quo verſantur 
Omnes jarer 
nos & Poncifi- 
CIOSCONrover- _ 
hz. 1b.p.148. 
d Prazter cztcs 
ras max mnme 
neccſfariam, 
eEft enim 
ia a 


,Ecclcha Chriſti a Judzis, Turcis, Paganis; 'E-< 
vangelicia Paparu ſeparanrur,(f) Caftigar.de Juſtif. p. 36 4. Poriſſima fair & cit canſa 
divortii,quod Ecclehz Evangelicz annis ab hinc 99 a Romano Papara facere coafh fu- 
erunc,ib.p.364. (g) Velur nucleus Evangelii & Conſolationis capur. Theſ. 21, 


4 % 
bd 


| wt 


\m— 


d The Dottrine of Fuſtification cleared. Pata. 


quam arx & 
precipuum 
pro pugnacu- 
lum rorius dos 
ftrinz & reli - 
gionis, quo vel 
obſcurato, vel 


pollibileet - ® 

' 1. tion the ftreames run very maddy at the beſt, here they are 
Eine in als liquid,alwayes very clecre, from hence peace and comfort 
locis recinere : flow ; inflow into the heartand defuſe ves 
falv0 auwem =(rejr life : theſoute isat peace with God and with its ſelte, 
no 1 arr and hence it glorierh in the ſaddeſt condition,as appeareth 
onnes idolo- by the word of God,examples in Scripture,and the iweete 

y - . 
maniz, ſuper- experience of Gods Saints, If ever theſoule did leape,was 
Qizones & (Of 2ood cheare,and comforted,;thatwasthe time when as 
quicquideſt od jaſtified it; when as thatyas diſcovered unto the 
-— onnib_ alizs foule, with the bottoms and foundations thereof. Here all 
tocis.Ger.ubi doubts areanfwerod and fcruples fatisfied and removed : 
ſupra Chem. for herdby ſuck a manis not one)y inveſted with thegrear 
* _ io Privitedges of amnan perfectly righteous, defivectnce Bow 
_ death and condemnation, accepration into fayour with 
in-dofjna Gods Ar. Fam Gootwin,1 cap.p55 Edit Walk, to which I 
Chriſtiana, may add a Long;$c.Butalfo made whize,though before as 
"Cheannit.exam. pi Le a8 a coale ; though beforeas Fearler, as Crimſon: as 
@& JOummign Sooke: in regard 'of the bloody Dir of finne, yet then 
edema pecratis. whive as wooll hive 5 ſnow, whitertben the ſnow Chrilts(k Jbe- 
pecr 

& per opera Javeal 4s wholly faire, and there 3s no ot in ber ; they that are 
afÞnis efſem & (4 {fs are preſented holy, wrreproveable, and unblameable in 
— Gods fight, exaAty juſt and ; perfeBiedl for ever, com- 
- chrangſecir per plcate in Chriſt, and hence {innes are pardoned. I cannot 
dilefonem ſuaſuy,they are (!') #7the ft ate they were before, the ſtate of ine 
pukchriradine ,,1.;,, by pardon{as ſome) which cannotbe in regard of 


a 


cam ca rury 


ne. In:ſe enimmrah{hacis fordibus meoram peccatorum, me ſua purirare impernir, 
ins participem ſuz pukchiirudinis, Heme-in Cant, Greg. Niſſen, (1)In flatu 4 
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inherent groupe in this lite; which if ir were in 
them would be. bur jaſtificatiown rene” righteoule 
cer 247-4 pre which is farre g, even the 
moſt and exa& righteouſneſſe and ce of 7e- 


ſis Chriſt. By this is the true beleever fult before God 9 
as Chrilt is,the belcever in him.(m)W: are alike puff, becauſe (1)&que julti 
with the ſame righteouſnefle , though not equally, and in the nes (ub 
ſame manner: He ſubjeitively, we imputatively,, He of bis. ,,, #- e- 
owne,we of bis bounty. This judging of God and account, is Chaire) quia 
according untotruth : deliverance from finne and condem- <adem juſticia, 
nation and acceptatian tothefayour of God follow righ- |<< 10n.290a- 
teouſſy here; God's jul in juſtification : Here feares,queiti- ,7.. 11. cw. 
ons,doubts,&c. which ace and may well be where there is jcQive, nos im- 
nothing but inherent ri or faich in a proper purative;ille de 
ſenſe, which are and arile. im the minds of men, gil} mo- | er wk 
ving mento aske wheveis che- cighteouſneſie, ace calmed jo, ofa: 
aud anſwered rationally, Here (if 1 be catted to an ac- (uprap. 171. 
count) I have to anſwer to {ſcrupulous conſtience, to the Sree Maſter 
to God ! which will erve before God and is good John Goodve. 
in his ar wray (7) aſtrong of comfort boch =_ op thy 
inlife anddeath, All Chriſtians experience) in & 5,56: 
conflict; of how great eftteme to papiſts themſelves in a cone! (n) In agone;in 
FN agone quantt 
Ta all which names as a Chriſtian, as well as a Miniſter —_ - A 
of Gods word, I (the leaſtof many thouſands) may not: 4« juni p. © 
be blamed if in this cauſe, for keepizyg the Crowne on the bead 363. 
of abore Jeſus Chriſt F appeare and encounter gaine- 
fers. | 
wo r the wholy wane fonts i in this con- 
troverhic ile not withdraw my cite. He give this goiderr 
Apple to none bue Chriſt, I, ever theze was in me 
that which is as new Wine, bubling and ſiriving to have 
its vent; IFever any word of theLord was in me as firs, 
it is this, and it muſt have.its went, I have belecved and 
Gown comfact to others from hence, and Feannot but 
peake in this cauſe, eſpecially being called thereunto. 
$ed. 2. Itake not upon me te be adefen- 
der of himwho hath lagged bind le confe, bel 
2 an 


. - 
6 —_— 
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See the Front tion. 


an old Souldier,and I think his work will beare him out. 
But as a el oſt ile offer my mite , — bun 
crave leave of "Maſter John Goodwin,to c hisre 

to Maſter Walker, as I finde cauſe in his Animadverſions, 
ro animadvert, (p,) We crave leave and will give it in like 
manner. In this let me be pardoned if I doe not walke in 
the ſame ſteps of Maſter Goodwin , that I profeſſe the 
contrary in the beginning, (lit is what he delireth in his 
ſecond booke) that I Animadvert not on ſome and thoſe 
the looſer and fonler paſſages of bis reply, as he profeſleth 
in the Frontiſpice of his booke, and promilſeth to doe 
to Maſter W. I conceive that evilly tro conduce to the 
cauſe, as well as to the Authours honour and worth, and 
reſpe&tin the world, and thatitis but an indire& way to 
ſteale hearts after the Author of the Reply. 

It is no Praiſe in a Reply to meddle but with ſomepaſ- 
ſages,much lefſe with the looſer & fouler paſſages :That is 
but a kind of cowardize, as the falling on lame,wounded, 
ſtragling parts of an Army : toJeave the Army we ſhould 
oppoſe in full _ Little honour is gotten by the 
Captaine that doth and glorieth in this. Theſe might 
have beene negle&ed with 'more honour, The ſoundeſt 
and faireſt paſſages in which ſtrength lieth, ſhould have 
beene his ambition, not looſe and foule ones, much leffe 
the fouler and looſer paſſages. Ir is ominous, indeed a 
ftumbling on the threſhold. 

- O that there were not too maniteſta truth inthat paſſage 
of yourAnimadverfions,and that ſo much paines had not 
beene ſpent about foule and looſe paſſages, there had not 
beene ſo foule and looſe a Recipe, the reply had not beene 
ſo full of foule and looſe paſſages, mach labour might have 
beene ſpared by him that replied , and thoſe that reade 
and anſwer the ſame. I know not who can reade with 
comfort, or content. It futed not with a grave Divine, 
or ſo waighty a matter as the chiefe Article of falva- 


Tt was not 'now a time in that manner to laugh or 
dance, in that manner to ſpeake, to warre with fuch wea- 


pong; 
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poly the Scriptures cited in-the front are. but. abuſed. 
t was not a time of love, it of fon cls, 
it will haveatime of weeping and there 
be ſolid -_ —_ veines, how = ſoev . much 
vanity; fuch jeſting 3s not comely: the Prophets praftiſe 
will not ————_ ſuch ironies as abound here. 'Our 
times have beene times of licence under the name of recre- 
ation : and mans nature is foully degenerated that can 
recreate it ſelfe thus : It is not wiſdome to make a paſtime 
of finne. The labor and ſtrength to which, may well be 
ſuſpeRted that is thus repaired, | It were evill in tranſient 
words, for which yer we mult give an account; it is worſe 
in publiſhed bookes,which may continue with the world. 
Itis an evill example, ſome adverſaries will laugh, others 
blaſpheme, the Lord give repentance for it to him that did 
it, and thoſe that take I em therein. 

You will ſay , he was provoked : It ſhould not have 
beene, had it becne ſo, wiſe men ſbold have borne with ſuch 
as they account fooles, and it was neither wiſdome nor 
ſtrength to be overcame to ſuch cvill ; evill ſbould bave been 
overcome with good, this had beene to be approved of 
men , and acceptable to God. My profeſſion is not to 
meddle wich impertinencies, or to rake infouler and loo- 
ſer matters, but in a humble manner to follow the caule, 
as God ſhall inable. 


Nunc Haque & verſus & caters Iudicra ponant, 
Bnod verum atque decens cuero & rogo, & omni in boc ſum. 
Neither will I be a Pawon of any evill word in any 


man, words againſt the perſvnof a rather, ar Chriſtian 
man, let evill words be applied to evill things, and ſo farre 


forth I cannot much blame Maſter Walkers lan MF, ther, 
hath written or ſpoken little that way which hath not 
beene written long before. 


Lcouldpreſentthe Reader with a large catalogue of 
ſuch ſpeeches. het Ine 


B 3 Sibran= 


The cenſure of 
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by faith in 's proper 


(q) Dereſiabi- which is yours, calleth is (q) Deteſt 


lem & abomi» ting. () F be: damned berefie of Serverus.. (5) Socinus 


— 


nabilem doftri- ,, -- 

| bas blaſyreny. (3) T be damned phrenſies of Servetns. (x) Ser- 
nam, Epift.p.1. "a , . : 
(r) Taba venss: before: you delavered #*, ſo did Socinus and Olterodus, 


Serveti bzreſin, wheres alſo citerh Bevtins a wimmefſe that Arminia junperk 
P.S-  mithbin« (x) T aken ont of the blaſphemies of Serverns and 
G') Secni bla- Olterodus, mbich ol onr Churches deteſt.. (y) The abemins- 
29-33.58, MW and accurſtbbereſje of Servetus and Socinus,, which is 
( 


p-26. ir theeauſtwhy T concinde, if you will be like your faloes, 
Tradidi » 7 - ow Jane 
or "0s Serve. AfEes with Sevvetins, Socinus, and ( dem 
tus, fecit idem ſtray wholly the meris or of Chriſt, and' that yan 
Socim , & 0- ſip that Chriſt neither" attained: righteouſneſſe to mr, nor that 
um ſecum fen- for to what end in the rogiteonfneſſs of Chriſt if is bath not 
tire reſtem cicar #9#9 ſore #0 juſtifies? (b) T ow write thoſt things from whence 
Bertium, p. 5. thoſe wicket and blaſphemos abominations of Servetus, So 
0 Bla- cinuy; and Oltervdus, dv: weosſſaraly follow. (c) W: beare 
vert Ofteredi, every where learned men ſay thas the Authors of this opini 
quas omnesEc- have nov enough pet off Popery, they plainely fay jrſtifcati 
cleſiz noſtrs by faith in a proper ſenſe, that is, our worke, ts be the reliques 
—_— of Monkifp Phariſaiſme, T bis is certaine that Socinus and Ser- 
GY Ab mina. Veteus before bim borrowed this of the Papiſts. 
ilem & execabilem Serveri & Socini hzrefin quz papiſticis erroribus deterior eſt,p,1 16. 
(7) Dicoeſſe blaſphemram & -quarerque execrabilemherecfingp. 121. (a) Hee taz 
theſis eft cauſa quare ſtaruam vobis, h ramen vobis ipfisconfiare vulris,neceffario eo tan- 
dem deveniendumeſie ut cum Servers, Socine, Ofterodo, meritum hive ſatisfattionem pro 
nobis fafam omnino-ollatis, dicatiſque neque Chriſumnobis juſticſam peperife, neque 
nos ipfins _ oy ra nn. oo 0 - os > ſi A 
10 peccati 9, ur deni ſarinfeftionem- nobis imparts, & nos i/la; 
Cob cimpwrats juſſihcar1. Na rib ejendacee Quorſum ex juſticia Cheidi hi 


non habet in ſe vies.juſtiicandi,ft h nos non juſtihcat? i&, (b) Ponis illa in tuis literis ex 
quibut impiailla &blaſphema Servesi,Socini, & Offerod? bdelugmara neceffario ſequun - 
tar, p, 87, (c) Paſſim audimus viros doftos dicere Authores hnjus o pinionis Papiſmuny 
non (ſatis cxuifſe;-quiwdiſerce dicunrtuſtificationem ob dem proprie fic diftam, hocef, 
ob opus noſtrum, effe ex reliquiis Monachalis Phariſaiſmi, Hoc cerrum eſt Sacinwn gt 
ance cum Servetwnhork Papiſtis mutuarum efle, bee, 


I deny 
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(4) 1 deny not the Anthour of vhis writing to thinke with us 
and Papiſt:, Chriſt to have ſetivfied for 1 but which is grie- 
faith in a proper 


Vow, this yuſtification by 
ferſe, be giveth s by which the merit andl ſatirfa» 
ion of Chriſt are overtbrownte (e) Thoſe that wri ſe 


etbe e eafie from this new $amoſatenifſme 40 pe 
- Lea _ theſe may Cd ou Mafter 
G.who deny profefſedly the impntation of Chriſts righ- 
teouſneſſe to juſtification as Socinws doth, which {yet Ber» 
tis proke p. 104, 

(f) If 1 ſpruld follow I ſbould follow not the truth,bwt alie, 
not God, but Socinus,Servetns, Ofterodus. ( g ) Tmiſbthe 
earth might open is mouth and ſwallow me uprather then I ad- 
mit i, 

Beza (as Maſter W. cieth him) calleth it blafphemy, 
Malter Forbs de jueftificatione, groſſe impiety in placing it ei- 
ther in whole or in part in our righteoufneſſe as 7t 3s owr owne 
worke, feeiwg by no worke of bis owne can man poſſib'y be 
juſtified, p. 78. aud p. $0. he ſaith, by this we may perceive 
that the opinion of theſe mexrwho place owr righteouſneſſe in faith 
properly tahgn as it 1 1he alt of owr heart, without relation of 
it, 45 an ing inſireement to Chriſt, is nucb more perni- 
14046 then the opinion of the Papiſts, p. $0. 


. Now it 5s aemaine tat if God fpuuld juftifie us either by } 


the workes of ube Law, or by faith as it is a worke or babit in 


»s, God could never be feeme to be juſt in juſtifying of ws, 
P. 29, 

W bich opinion can never be maintained with Gods bonaar, 
Pp» 163. 

He calleth ita dangerows errowr, p. 171, and.a manifeſt 
errater, P. 193. 


Hearken to Parews (hb) who ſaith Which (Metonymicke ) 
fenſe if oxur Adverſary (Bellarmine) oppoſerb, truly be duth 
not + Latber, but Haſpbeme the Holy Ghoſt zvbo calleth 
Cbriit expreſſely our righteouſneſſe. 


(b) Quem ſenſum (Meronymicum) & © 


(d) Non nego 
Autho:em hu- 
jus ſcripri no*- 
biſcum & cum 
Papiſtis ſenrire 
Chriſtum pro 
nobis farisfc- 
Citſe : Sed quod 
dolkendum eſt, 
dam hanc ju- 
ſtihcarionem 
per hdem pro- 
xrie fic diftam 
probat ; ralia 
adhiber argu- 
menta per quz 
merirum & ſa- 
tisfatio Chriſti 
prorſus everti- 
eur,p.98, 

(e) Quihzc di» 
ligenterex pen- 
dunt vident fa- 
Cillimum tran- - 
firum efſe ab 
hoc novo Sa- 
moſateniſmo 

ad Papiſmum, 
. 98, 

(f) Si ſequererx 
non Veriratem , 
ſed mendacium 
neque Deum 
ſed Socinum, 
Serverum, 8-0 
fterodum ſeque- 
Ter, Þ.117+» 

(2) Ego aurem | 
ur me vel relſus 
opcem prius i- . 
ma dehiſcar, 
quam admir- 
tam,Nc.p,q17,, 
$0 Sibrandws. 


ius,certe non Lutherwn impug - 


nat, ſed 5 pirirum'$antum blaſphemar qui Chciſtum cxpieiſe vgcar.noſtram juſticiam, ' 
23+ler,& I Cor. 1.39, Parw Caftig. p. 419., : 


I'my; 
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. 


Mr. E. 


Anſw. 


I my ſelfe cannot ſpeake well of your cauſe, it were to 
call evill good, to procure a woe. The juſtification of wicked- 
neſſe,abomination to the Lord, This is my judgement, I will 
indeavour to makeit good by anſwering this reply,which 
I defixe to doe without pallion. N 

Se. 3. It offendeth you that Maſter Walker calleth 
his interpretation the true ſenſe, there was no cauſe until] 
he be refuted, and doe not you the ſame of faith in a pro- 
per ſenſe? 

What you;therefore, ay they did of the golden Calfe, 
and of the praftiſcot thoſe that adulterate Coine , ſer- 
veth your ſelteas well as Malter . and may be rewrned; 
but of this let them judge who read? when they come to 
the end. 

Neither doth he abate of the true ſenſe or bis confidence 

by adding, according to the common judgement of the moſt 
godly , learned, and judicious Divines of the beſt reformed 
Churches, that argument is your owne. You take upon 
you to prove a proper lenſe by authority, as of Ancient, 
ſo Moderne Divines, and thereby pretend confidence , 
Maſter F. might have ſo much leave as you take to your 
ſelfe, without the leaſtdiminution of his confidence. He 
may be farre more confident, if this bea ground ; the au- 
thority of judicious and godly Divines, they are not for you, 
but Maſter}. I thinke I ſhall make it good by the time I 
ſhall cometo the end of this worke, what you ſay. 

T bat there may be as great a difference betweene the trne ſenſe 
and meaning of the Scripture, and the judgement of moſt godly 
and learned Divines,as is betweene Heaven and Earth, and is in 
examples. 

1. Isnot to purpoſe, unleſſe what may be, be a truth of 
theſe Maſter W. meancth. 

2, It isevilly urged againſt M,. when as your felfe 
uſe them to proppe your owne cauſe, with ſuch confi- 
dence. : 

3. Itargueth weakneſſe on your fide in the argument, 
and ſfelfe convition, when you urge Authors, you doe 

but pretend it and make a ſhew. 


4.In 
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4. In my weake judgement your wiſdome will be to 
give over that argument in this Name. Iadviſe you to it, 
ititbenot too late, 

Whom Malter #'. meaneth by Divines you need not cu- 
riou{ly to enquire, they are no ſecret packe, when he com- 
meth to that part he nameth the men. Lxther, Calvin, 
Muſculus,Bullinger, are of thoſe men, neither are they made 
by him. 

” When I found theſe mentioned by you in this cauſz, it 

put me in minde of the praftiſe of Bertizs that Prince of 
the Arminian band, he tor faith ina proper ſenſe maketh 
the world beleeve that Lzther, ec, were for his cauſe, but 
how vainely, L«bbertxs ſhevieth, who dilj puting againit 
that proper ſenſe,for that which is relative and figurative, 
proveth it outot the ſame and other Divines. Let it pleaſe 
you to heare hin,it may be what he ſaith concerneth you, 
though he be dead,to this purpoſe in that booke doth he 
{peake unto you. 
(6) Inthat (the Relative ſenſe) agree all our Doftors, Lu- 
ther, &c, (k) T bon and Arminius deny it, 1 appeale to all oxr 
Dodors whether yee would not bring in ſome new thing into 
our Church. Where alſo he addeth, (!) Now IT intreat thee 
to produce one, one, I ſay one Dottor of the Reformed Churches 
that teacheth the ſame. - 

He giveth the teſtimonies of Parews, Dunews, Urſinus, 
ee. p. 15.16. Oc. The Palatinate Catechiſme,Chenmitins, 
Muſculus Hemingius, Bucanwp, 17. Heſnchius, Martir,Piſca- 
tor,p.18.the Augaitane and Belgike Confeſ. and MMuſculus, 
p.19.Bucer,p.20, To 3.5 4.and 60, Zanchie,p.62. 
and 76, Pezelins, p. 63.64. Where alſo he repeateth his 
chalenge to the ſame purpoſe as before.(m)Try thy ſtrength 
and ſte whether thou canſt bring forth but one,one,1 ſay one place 
which teacheth this in cleare and manifeſt words. 


See Gerhard de 
muſtificationegp. 
180. (F p.2o7, 
(i) Inco con- 
ſenriunt omnes 
Dodtoresnoftri, 
Lutherw, Me- 
lanfthon, Bren- 
tw , Bucerus, 
Cyrrews, Hemin- 
gms, Cabvints 2 
Zuinglins, Oeco- 
lompadins, Gry- 
news, Bullinge- 
ns, GOmiters, 
Simlerw,Beza, 
Danew,Zanchi- 
s,Mar tyr, Muſ- 
Oulu " Vr ſans % 
Mar lorarw, Iu 


ell, Perkinſus. (k ) Tu & Arminius negatis, provoco igiturad omnes DoRores no- 
firos annon aliquid novi in Eccleſiam noftram introducere velitis, p. 12, (1) Jam p<- 
to abs ce, ur unum, unum,unum,mquam, Doftorem reformatarum Ecclehiargm producas 
quridem doceat. (mJ Experire virestuas & vide an vel unum, unum, unum inquam, 


locum qui hoc claris& perſpicuis verbis doccat adducere poſſis, p. 6;. 
C 


I will 
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(n\ Si haze di- 
tia que a do- 
Aorious ate al- 
legatis Exſcrip- 
fi expendes,in- 
dicabyt tibi wa 


I will cranſcribe one paſſage more thence, and I intreat 
you conlider whether it doth not concerne youin the 
ſame cauſe. Sibrandzs baving examined that argument of 
authority ſaith : (=) If thou wilt weigh theſe ſayings which 
I have written ont of the Doftors you alleadge, thy conſcience will 
zel. thee that bere either thou hft ſixmided ont of ignorance,or 
out of malice by a calunny given this opinion to them that thou 
mighteſt deceive the unskilfull or negligent, and mighteſt per= 


conſcientia te ſivade them, thoſe chiefe men, Luther,8&c. to have approved and 


hic vel cx in- 
ſciria impegitle, 
& horum ſ(cr1i- 
pta nunquam 
legifſe , aur EX 
malitia hanc 
ſenientiam 11s 
per calumniam 
a!rribuiſſe , ut 
mperitosarque 
incauros falle- 
res lh ſqueper- 
ſuederes ſum - 
mos illos viros 
Lutherym, Ma+ 
lar/,orem, CFC. 
approbaile & 
loviit Server! 
& Socinz fnaro- 
res, quas vos 
calide & occul- 
re in Eccleh- 
am introdacere 
conammi, Re- 
tus dixerins 
yos,ſprecis do» 
fGonbunoſtris, 
hzc a Servero& 
Sorino didicille. 
Sol ubberwus, 

(0) quz omni 

um Evange'i- 
corum e!t {cn + 
renria,caſtig de 
juftif.p. 368. 


omented the mad conceits of Servetus and Socinus,which you 
lily and ſecretly indeavour to bring into the Church , you ſhould 
more truly ſay that you deſpifing our Dottors, learned theſe 
things of Servetus and Socinus. 

Parew laith, (o) Which i the judgement of all Proteſtant 
Divines, And thus before I am awareI amcome to conſ- 
der whether the contrary expoſition and cauſe built on it 
are not Socinian and Arminian ? 

Sed. 4. And hereI profeſſe it my judgement, that if 
the aflimulation of you to Socinws, ec. be the inbumane 
praiſe of the tyrant Mezentius, it is not Maſter F.bat your 
owne fault, for your faces anſwer faces,and hands hands, 
in thisqueltion ; and your ſelfe have coupled your ſelfe 
with theſe in this cauſe. Maſter Walker is but a diſcoverer 
ot what he tound, and in part is ſhewed to have beene in 
Bertius by Sybrandaws, as in his judgement of your opinl- 
on, and the lait paſſages cited out of him in this cauſe. 
The _ that is in it, is from your ſelfe, and ſorrow, 
which if you take not to yourſelfe,you may with ſorrow 
and ſhame alſo goe downe unto the grave (as you ſpeake.) 
If his Wiihs are greene (as youlay ) they will hold yon 
the {tronger, your Artin Withe did faile here, they are 
dry ones that ſnapaſunder, they doe ſo without fire. Towr 
Knife teutb, (but why doe you reprehend it in Maſter W. 
and offend in the ſamething ?) iserrour at the leaſt, and 
will never deliver you, and though you be never ſo cun« 
ning (as you ſpeake) in ſtretching on Tenter-bookes, and doe 
your utmoſt, Dedalws ſis, liceat,mediocritatem excedis Of ad 
ruinan tantum ingenioſms videbern 

When 
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When as you tell us what you could doe if you ſought 
revenge on. the man, and of your contidence that you 
could make him hold up his hand to the Barre, to aniwer 
the crimes of Herelie and Blaſphemy; none beleeve you 
but your owne Diſciples, I doe not ; you doe but beg him 
to be erratique , the intelligent Reader will judge theſe 
ſtraines, mi/itrs g/orioſt, and lay, projecit ampre1or, ec. 

Bat (lay you) what if Socinus and Arminius were of 
the ſame judgement with you in the interpretation of the Scrip- 
tures in oo ? 

I ſhould thinke that cauſe ſufficient to ſay , that erra- 
tique Arminius (to ſpeake ſoftly) and that heretique Socinus 
and your (elfe in this opinion are coupled, face to face, and 
hands tobands, that you are ad hoc gemell; , and what the 
learned in this have laid to their ſcore, lieth on yours alſo, 
and mult ttand there untill you be acquited. 

' Neither is it Popiſþ Mowntabankery tor M, W. to put you 
in their company, to number you amongſt them. Sibrandus 
did ſo by the opinion before him, and it was your owne 
fault to be ſo indeed. Your being ſo is ratherPopiſh Moun- 
tabankry in the judgement of learned men, as before our 
of Sibrandws, as after (hall appeare through our diſcourſe; 
the weapons you uſe are for the moſt part meerely Po- 
piſh, you may benoted for it.. We reade ſome taxed for 
going in the way of Caine; others for walking in the way of 
Balaam: ſo long as there is a reall agreement betweene you 
and them, a man may fay it. 

Daniel was not by choyce with the Lions, he was with 
them as Lillies amongſt Thornes, as the Lord Chriſt be- 
tweene two —| wonany Gods heavenly diſpofition, You 
might have bin ſo with theſe. No man would have accoun- 
ted you a Papiſt had you been calt amongſt Prieſts into the 
Gatehouſe,or aSeparatiſt for being in the ſame room with 
them,or for ſuffering (im ly with them;Contraries may be in 
the ſame ſubjett asficlh __ piritin the godly. You are bre- 
thren in the ſameevill, the man chat ranneth may ſee you 
the ſame in judgement,and ſpeech, and opinion,in thisEx- 
poſition of Scripture,as.it is ſhewed afterwards.It were not 

Cs abſurd 


Y 
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abſard to ſay, Danie/ & the Lions agree in animality,or the 
Lilly with.the Thornes in being vegetative. It is not affir= 
med of you that you agree in all opinions, and it trou- 
bleth us it is in this, rhis, we doe judge too much. 

But Maſter W. did not firſt prove it erranious before thoſe 
imputations. That I contefſe ſhould be done. Did we not 
doe both in one work? hath he notdone it ſince? was is 
not done to his hands by Divines of thereformed Chur- 
ches? by our owne Divines in Print, as well as in Pulpit, 
moved thereunto by your Preaching ? If none of theſe be, 
the imputation is juſt ſo long as there is a reall agreement. 

Have you not read it theirs before this, nor that it is 
cenſured as erronious ? 

(p) Doftrinz Tthink you have, and cannot be ignorantof this con- 
huic de impu troyerſic betweene us and Arminianz, I, us and the Popiſh 
Chir _— party.Have you not read their hatred againft this Tenet of 
ara The ſune 1mputed righteouſneſſe? read Gerberd. de juitif. p. 234. (p) 
Ponrificii:Adco —Hayve you not read that the Obedience or Righteout- 
ur appcllent nefſe of Chriſt imputed to us by God apprehended by 
impuranivam & £2::th is the formall cauſe of our juſtification before God ? 
r= ono Have you not read it afhrmed and proved by ours againſt 
dradius in de- Papiſts? 

fenſ. kd, Trid. [I thinke Theard it from Door Davenants mouth, and 
P+ 477. YOAt T amfurehe hath left this on Record to be (q) The com- 


amen:ihmam 


nſaniam. Sta- 17997 pinion of all ours, _— tbe ſubſtance hath any one 
pelronus in An - written or thought otherwife, And doth he not prove the ſame? 
tid, Apot. p. p.353&c, hedoth by many arguments. | 
7 nominat (r) Jobarines Crotius , We ſay the imputation of Chriſts 
" cocks bars righteouſneſſe to be the forme of our juſtification of Gods part, 
Colon, dicit, 3 997 adverſaries taking the negative part on them, Oc. 

ſeculo non cſſe | 

auditam. Will Rains/d in. 1; contra. Whitak, p.;3 1 4» vocat mathematicum ſolifdianorum 
commentum, bc, 

Andradius hanc Mediatoris juſtitiam fide nobis impuratam blaſphemat eſſe commen- 
tiriam,adumbratam & fitiriam,fic Chemnit, exam.p. 266, Ore dicit novam'®& a feculo in 
audiram effe vocem. juiticiz impurative, Ifem juſtiriam Chriſti nobis impurari, nec in« 
Canonicis nec in Orthodoxorum libris reperiri, p. 270. ib (4) Communis omniun 
noſtrorum ſcntentia, neque quod ad rem attincr quiſquam e noſtris alirer ſcripfir aur ſen- 
fir, De juſti, hab.p.z1 2. (7) Diſp. 8; Dicimus impurationem juitiriz Chriſti efſe formam 
noſtre juſtihcarionis ex parte Dci, adverſarii negativam in ſe ſuſcipientes,Rec. p.334- 


(4 
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kt is manifeit by the itate of the queltion laid downe by Sce Belarm. de 
Papiſtsand Proteltants, and in this you agree with them, mn L1.c17. 
Have you not read faith to juſtifie againſt them in a Rela- - ons gt 
tive and figurative ſenſe? and that as it taketh in the ob- gg7. & /. 4 
jet, the obedience and righteouſneſſe of Jeſus Chrilt? 1066. See Dr, 
See Malter Perkins, Maiter Wotton, def. p. 166. ſtating the Fra os Ja 
queſtion betweene us and Romaniſts. zaftif, impur > 
Did you never read Romaniſts in this controverlie of ju> 353, & 420. & 
ſtification, urging, Rom. 4, with your interpretation of 335- & 343. 
a proper ſenſe, again(t the Relative ſe :ſe which the Prote- 297 Felative 
? D fi h fr 'r fl. . h PapanisD.Prid. 
ſtantr urge! Voe you nor agree tor the proper lene of falth , (r) Ad 
againit the Relative, and againſt the imputation of Chrilts ip, Fiden pro 
righteoulſceſle ? prie loquendo, 
Untill you have anſiered all the arguments of the Pro- ” T0 a_ 
. * n IP 
teſtant party, and ſo tarremade good the Papiſts cauſe,you - ;uting 
muſt be coupled with them. S:ibrandus ſheweth what men qua coram Deo 
aid ofthis opinion betore, and I ſhalLdocitoften in this confitimus & 
worke. juſtificamur, 


: R X . -- Dico ipſum f-- 
Did you never read in Feſi4 Hommiws this propoſition aQtum,id eſt 


gathered out of Armizius,(s)F aith, (peaking properly, or that ,3 credere, im= 
alt of beleeving to juſtifie ur, or to be the elrnferſic by which putariad juiti: 
we ſtand before God, and are juſtified. And, T ſay the very aft tiam,idq; pro- 


of faith to be imputed unto righteouſneſſe, and that in a proper a 


ſenſe, not metonymically , faith 1s accounted for righteonſneſſe by p;ges pro juſti- 
God: graciows eſteeme, tia haherur per 
A queſtion s moved of the words of the Apoſile Paul, Rom. gratiolam dig- 

4+ faith 5s imputed for righteouſneſſe , whether they ought et _ 
ty be wnderſiuod ſo & faith it ſelſe as an att performed accor- Quatic ms 
ding to the commandement of the Goſpell, be imputed before God tur & verbis 
in or unto righteouſneſſe, and that by grace, ſeeing it 1s not the A _ Pauli. 
ad Ron. c. 4. 


very righteouſneſſe of the Law; or whether that ought ſo to be un- hike vid. £4: 
derſtood that the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt apprehended by faith bc K——_—_ no - 
impnted to ws for righteauſreſſe, that 1s, fignratively and impro= juſtitiam,ucrum 
perly : 1 indeed follpwed the firſt opinion in the theſes of juſtifica+ ca debeant pro. . 
1107 diſputed under me. price ime lligi , 
ficurt ipſa hdes 
ranquam aftus,juxta mandarun cvyangelii preftirus imputetur coram Deo, ingfive ad juſt... 
tiam, idque ex gratia, cum non fic ipſamet juſtitia Legiszan vero hc intelligi, debeant, ur 
jaſtiria Chriſti per hdem apprehenſa nobis in juſtiriam impurerur, ideſt, figurare & unpro - 
pric ; ego priorem ſententiam ſequutus ſum in theſibus de juſtificatione ſub me diſpuratis, 


C 3 Where: 


_ _—_— 
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lt) Arminius 
dicir hdem ju- 
Ntihcare ut a- 
um, qui opns 
iflad Di ct, 
Fh, 5.arque ip- 
ſum 2» credcre 
inCi1riftum,no 
bis in jollitiam 
impurari. 
(u)Harmoniam 
R emanſtranti- 
um & Socinia- 
noram. 
(w)T2 credere 
nobis impurari 
pIg1.152,153 
(x) Fidem gra- 
tioſe pro julti- 
tia habcri,&c, 
(y) Juttiriam 
Chrith non im- 
putari in no- 
ftram juſtitiam 
coram Deo. 
Hom-p.84.Pelt, 
P- 148. oc. 
through the 
whole three Pa - 
ragraphs, 

P.z 3. de juſtif. 
(7) LeRQ.5 de 
jaſtif.p, 157. 
Afferumuz 

nos , negant 
ponrificii una 
cum Socinians 
& Remonſtian- 
tibus. 
(*)Fidem for- 


Where alſo yon may finde other like paſſages taxed, 
and cited out of Vorſtiws, Bertins, and Arnoldus himſelfe, 
who there p. 41. faith , (t) eArminins ſaith, faith juſt; . 
fieth as an aft, which is that worke of @1d4, John 6. and 
the very beleeving in Chriſt, to be imputed unto us for righ= 
teonjneſſe, 

Dorh not Peltins in his (#) Harmony of Arminians and 
Socinians inſtance in this point, (w) the beleeving to be int- 
puted to us out of both ? avd ſhew in the next Paragraph the 
agreemcnt of both in this, (x) Faith graciouſly to be accounted 
for righteouſneſſe? 

Doenot both ſhew their agreement in this, (y} That 
the righteouneſſe of Chriſt is not imputed for our righteonſneſſe 
before God ? 

Doth not that worthy Scholler Maſter Pemb/e ſhew the 
Authors of this tenet, Servetzs, Socinus, Ofterodus , Ar- 
minius ? doth he not give it to Bertins, Vorſtius, Epiſcopi- 
us, and Pellarmine? You cou!d not but reade this in Do- 
Qor Prideaux, for you cite him, (z) We aſſert it, the Pon. 
tificians, together with Socinians and Arminians deny 7, 
where he ſtaterh the queltion. 

In Mr. WattorrT finde thoſe (*) That teach fiith the for- 
mall cauſe, either wholly, s Arminius and his followers bave 
delivered, or in part, which pleaſetb the Church of Rome. 

(a)We with you equally zchnowledge our ſelves muſt ified with 
imputed — which we have in Chriſt azainſt Socinus. 

Let theſe paſſages out of the Cenſ#r2 of thoſe praiſed 
Theologs of Leidenby you, p. 13. be obſerved, and it will 
be ſeene whether they are not of the ſame judgement with 

GU, | 
: (b) Arminians doe the ſame with the Papiſts, and Socini- 
ans, Oc. ſo that we are not juſtified by faith, metonymically as 


malem cauſam Ratuentes, vel in ſolidumgut 4rminis aliique eum ſequri tradideran, 
vel pro partezquod Ecclehz Romane placuiſſe intelligo; de recon. p, 102 (a) Juttiia 
impurata quama Chriſto habemus juſtitiari nos cum iplo contra Socmum ex 2quo agnoſ. 
cunus. Gat. pars ult, p.8, i. 36. p.84. 4. (b) Moliuntur (Remonſtrantes) quod Pon 
tificii & Socinzaniggye. Ita ur hde juſlificemur non ratione quadam Meronymica, qua 
hdes fic initrumen;um ,apprehendens juiſtitiam illam quam Chriſtus nobis obedientiz ſuz 
meritro acquiſivit, quod quidem hdei officium ha &tcnus in omnibus Ecclefiis reformatis 
tanquam ©c1 proprium agnitum fuir, p. 143: 


an 
% 


A 
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an inſtrument apprebending that rigbteouſneſſe which Chriſt got 
for us by the merit of his obedience, which office of faith as proper 


10 it, bath beexe hitherto acknoreledged in all the (reformed 


Churches. 

Paul] ſaid, onely faith to be imputed to righteouſneſſe, and Paulus dixir 
they adde of their owne that, that they may transforme a frgnra» cantum _—_ 
Iiie ſpeech 1180 4 proper one, and obtrude their mierpretation, or io a 
rather errour, for Pauls words, le ſt faith ſhould be taken by a de ſuo addunt, 
metonymy or relatrvely,vvitb its object,that us the righteoufneſſe of ipſam, ut lo- 
Chriſt apprehended by faith,but for faith it ſelfe in it ſelfe, which Jvrionem he 
1 accounted for righteouſneſſe by God, Socinus truly denieth Cram 0 PoOe 

; - —_— 7 p 2 priam transfor- 
Chriſts rigbteouſneſſe to be imputed to 19, Epiſcopius elſewhere ment, & ſuam 
expreſſed it, that it was not the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt properly interpreratio- 
that which is imputed. nem aut porius 

By this time I hope you may be abundantly ſatisfied in enum 

, her is Mr BY of "ep  ** proiphs Pauli 
this, neither is Mr. #, the onely cenſuxer of your opini- verbis obcru- 


on, others have ſaid as much of A-minixs for the ſame as danr, ne vid.h. 


hedoth, = accipiarur 
- + D . OP TM ; eronmice aut 
Sed.5.But when a:(*) Ar. W.crieth out of Arminianiſme.zs a 


not he himſe'f theArminian?ſ#reh(lay y ou)notwo judgements cum tuo obje- 
ewver jumped better together, the judgement of Arminius the Here= &o, nempe ju- 
tique,and Mr.\N, the Erratique m the point of imputation, ſtitia Chriſti 
Why, what ſaith Arminius? (c) He ſaith the righte-uſneſſe hde apprehen - 
; denda, led pro 
of Chriſt to be imputed unto 4 and to be made ours in thegra= je ipla in it 
cious account of God, and that he ſuppoſed the ſame thing con« quz apud De- 
tained in the words of the Apoſtle. 2 Cor. 5. God made Chrift amhaberur pro. 
ſinne for us that we might be the righteouſneſſe of God in bim, Jeſt ta, &c, þ. 
1. Tanſwer,yet Mr. W, isno Arminian: Firlt, ſuppoſe wt "i raſh; 
, lay « rſti juſt. 
he fully held the ſame with Armnix. It might not de- tiamnobis im- 
nominate Mr. W. ſceing the tenet is his in common with parari negar 
all of the retormed Churches. Neither in that name, had 9*idem Socrn, 
itbeene a fault in Mr. IF. to hold the ſame Arminizs did, ud. Epiſcopi- 
On hg Ks alibi id Ex- 
how faulty foever Arminixs elſe, itisthe ſubſtance of preferic non 
your owne anſwer, effe juititiam 
| Chriſti proprie 
en impuratur. Diſp. x 2, theC. 41h. (*) Mr. Walker no Arminian. (c) Arminius in 
reſp. ad art. impoſ. Juſtiriam Chriſti nobis impurari, & heri noſtram gratuira zſtimarione 
Dei, & arbitrari ſe 1d ipſum contimeri verbis Apoſtoh, Cor, 5. Chrittum fecit Deus pro 
nabis peccatum,ur nos eſſemus juftizia Dei in illo, 


2. Armi«. 
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2. Arminius himſelf in that agreeth not with himſelf,8c. 
your (elfe confefſe him and ſome of his followers much 
more to expreſſe themſelves on the other hand, and to af- 
firme the imputation of faith for righteouln:ſſe, and not 
the 1ighteouſnelſe of Chril?, 


3.” You lay ſometimes, it fo, it is more then once, name 
(d) Sed non "any. 26 : | 
voluic idem cf(- another timeit you can z you might have ſaid alwayes, 
ſe Chriſti juſti- cle : So that there is farre more reaſon denomination 
tiam nobis im- ſhould be from what is ever his fault (being ſo indeed) 
purarizf hdem you conſtantly ſpeaking with him,then that Mr.J.ſhould 


non, I be ſo ſtiled from his once. 


mo ne: phrain 4 Againe, doe you not clip his words ? anddorh not 
illam volebat Arminius ſay more then you report in that point? and 
probare, juſtt- jyguld he have theſe two, Chriſts righteouſneſſe to be im- 
he rare piited unto us, and faith to be imputed unto us for righ- 
5aftiriam. teouſneſſeto be the ſame ? and did he there approve that 
(e) Fieri ne- phraſe the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt to be imputed to us for righ- 
quit,DeusChris zepſpeſſe ? which yetis Mr.Walkers, and of all Proteſtants, 
wo art . Thoſepraiſed Divines of Leiden, having repeated what 
wn——_ ad ju- youdoe out of Arminixs,truly obſerve and adde, (4) But 
Ririam. Epiſt. be would not that Chriſts righteouſneſſe to be imputed unto us, 
adHippol.Juſti- ,nd faith to be imputed to righteonſneſſe, ſhould be the ſame, 
_— = Neither would be prove that phraſe , Chriſts righteouſneſſe to 
|" nag gt'Y be imputed to riehreonfreſſe Both which Mr. WF, would 
| non probari - have done, So that Mr. . and he jumpe not together. 
" dixi, Quicquid Nay Arminius ſaith (e) It cannot be that God ſhould 
—_ = ” impute unto us Chriſts righteouſreſſe. He profeſſeth he fol- 
Guftitie vel pro lowed the contrary in his Theſes, in his Declaration, and 
juſtiriajidipſum ad art. 31. he faith, I ſaid I approve not the righteouſneſſe 
non eſt juſtiria of Chriſt to be imputed to 5, whatſoever # imputed to righ- 
- cage ang teouſneſſe, Ee. that is not rightemſneſſe ftritly and rigidly ta- 
CheR; -uſtitia hen: but Chriſts righteonſneſſe which be performed is rightc= 
quam ille pre- oxſneſſe it ſelfe ſtraitly and rigidly taken : therefore it 3s not 
ſtcizett ipfifli- imputed to righteouſneſſe. 

" —_— For my part I conceive that by his imputation of 
fampea: = Chrilts righteouſneſſe, he meant not that, in it ſelfe, but 
non/ impurarur In its effet, faith, the imputation whereof is the effe& of 


ad juſticiam, Chrilts righteouſneſſe. Forſooth Chrilt by his righte- 
ouſneſſe 


ol \ 


— 
_— 


——_ — : 
Partr, The Dottrine of Fuſtification cleared. 


17 


teouſneſle merited that faith ſhould be graciouſly accepted 
in the place of rightcouſneſſe. So' he conſtantly, and in 
the ſame ſenſe anfivering to the queſtion of a proper or 
figurative ſenſe, he denieth thelatterand afſerterh the for- 
mer, with an, [ plainely thinke ſo, wherein he agreeth 
not with Mr. 17, but your fſelfe; you are the men that 
jump? together. Theſe are a ſufficient defence of him,they 
ſhew he doth not (as you charge him) dire&ly maintaine 
what Mr. I. doth; there is palpable difference. Mr. I. 
ſaith that the rightzouſneſſe of Chrilt is imputed to righ- 
teouſneſſe. Shew me the ſame in Arminius,then I will yeeld 
they jumpe, till chen you come ſhort of your undertaking. 
SefF.6. But Mr. W, in this F airy«like, leaves a chanleging 
to the Arminians, betier favoured then their owne, giving them 
an opinion rather, then relating theirs, to make the Arminian 
tenet and yours to meete : forlooth the Arminians meane by 
faith not as Mr. Walker ſaith that grace onely conſiſting in con- 
fidence and aſſent, but an univerſall obedience to the will of God 
in all thaſe duties which be requires of men in the Goſpel. 
Anſw. For the praiſe of Fairies, I never read of it, 
and if it be ſo I ſhall thinke better of them then I did. 
Thoſe that tell tales of them, ſeeme to ſay otherwiſe, and 
I never heard of a well-favorred chanyeling CE But how 
prove you that to be the Arminian tenet? you anſwer from 
thoſe Divines of Leiden, c.10. Who challenge them for af- 
firming the word faith to be ſometimes taken in Scri 
ture ((g) for that whole and univerſall will of God, which 
before they ſaid God would have performed by us, in 
which ſenſe they would be taken and underſtood in this 
Chapter. 2. They are charged with Pontifician friend(hip, 
(h)In that they number works amongſt the cauſes of Juſtification 
with faith by an equall right. And after to have drawn this 
theirnotion of faith out of the Socianin lakes. (i) We muſt 


remember this faith by which we are juſtified to be obedience of 


God, And after, iz Chriſtum credere, nibil alind eſt, Deo 
ad ipfius Chriſti normam & pre ſcriptum obedientem ſe prebere: 
and after that by faith which they hold to be imputed for 
righteoaſneſſe, they underſtand and meane fidem ipſam in 

| D e, 


Ira p/ane ſen « 
tiOs 


Mr.G. 


(g) Protora & 
univerſa illa? 
voluntate Dei. 
(þ) In eo quod 
opera inter ju 
ſtificarjonis { 
cauſas nume- 
rant, zquali c@ 
hde jure. 4 
(7) Meminiſfſe W_ 
debemus fidem FE 
hanc (c, que ju- 
ftificamur, Dei 
obcdicutiam- 
eſle, 
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ſe que apud Dexm habeatur pro juſtitia , quatenus fidei no- 
mine comprehenditur penitentia, reſipiſ:entia & in univerſum 
obedientia hominis Chriſtianz. 

Anſw. To anſwer. Firlt, were there a difference in 
Explication, yet there is agreement in the ſame thing 
faith; neither can you blame men for diſagreeing in Ex- 
plication who are therein notorious for agreement with 
Bellarmine, and diſagreement with reformed Divines, 

2. Though I might letthem ſtand or fa!] by their Ex- 
plication. Yet I multdoe them right. T hoſe Divines you 
name ſay that they involve all in ambiguities, as their 
manner is, {o as onecannot eahly attaine their mind ; ſo 
that one may miltake them. 

They doe not peremptorily as yon, but doubtfully as 
<6) 1d ramen inquirers afirme. ( k ) Tet they ſeeme 10 meane that, and 
vadentur velle, rhey (eeme to take it with Socinus. 

& videntur Thus the Remonſtrants in their Apologie anſwer thoſe Dj- 
cam &ccms ac- vines, and obſerve theſame. (!) T hey dare not plaine!y pro- 
Ty | rk feſſe it, for they every where dowble that there, they feeme , and 
tc profiterinon conclude at length they may ſceme nearer to Socinus then the 
audeant : ubi- reformed Church ; and much more tothat purpoſe, which 
que enim faum ou wonld not or did not fee. 
ns — To thar queſtion, (m) Whether the Remonſtrants make 
conclufioran- the eſſentiall forme of faith to be obedience, that of the workes 
dem ett £05 of the Law, and eſpecially of the Gopel, they ſeeme to cleare 
propioresSci- the mattey hilt they anſwer. (7) T his i« a manifeſt calum- 
» _ = nie, this will not be proved Aone in therr Confeſſion , the contrary 
videri roſe: appeareth in termes, for they alwayes diftingniſh obedience pro- 
quz loquuiio perly cated from faith, as the effett from the Carſe from which 
quam fir cit- 32 floweth,as « River from the F oxmtaine, as the Child from the 
putts = Ainther, whereas Socinus thinketh otherwiſe. Arminius him- 
ders felfediſclaimethit, ad artic. 5, 
(m) An Re- 
monarantes hdei formam ef ntialem faciam: obedientiam & quidem operum lega'ium 
a:que imprimis Evangeiicorum, (n) Hzc prima menidefta ca'arnia eft, Naſquam id 
a k«monſtramibus in conf llione eorum faftum probabirvr. Cuntrarium paret mn termi- 
nis Nam obedientiam novam hve obedientiam proprie difttamg.quz m Scholis ita vocas 
turgſcrmper & wbique diftingent afidemn effec tum 2 cauſa ſua, a qua cmanar ut rivus alone 
re, uc lam &manc, contra quam Sogines Facrendum cife fentir, p. 110. 2, 

Ans 


Partx. The Dottrine of Taſtification cleared. : 9. 


And when as they joyne workes with faith in jnſtifica- 
tion,they ſay itis but a Grammaticall or Logicall contro- 
verie, and « bs the conteiſiens of all reformed: Churches 
acknowledge taith to be (0) living, not (p)- dead, faith (0) Vivam. 
which bath joyned with it go»d workes, yea, which neither is (P) Mortuam, 
without good worker, nor can be, to be that true juſtifying faith — + 
as they call it, which by that property is diſtinguiſhed from ter bona vpe- 
hiſtoricall faith, temparary, and that of miracles, as they ſpeake. ra,imo quz line 


Where alio they urge out of thoſe Cenſores, p. 11, b9nis operibus 
ncceſt,nec cle 


(9) T bey plainely aſſert obedience of workes neceſſary 'to juſtifi= oe. £- 
cation, not indeed with neceſſity of efficiencie , but of preſence. 2 
So that you ſay they ſay it, and your witnelfes that ram juſtificans 
they ſceme, and themſelves deny it. Judge now whether *©-»ur vocanr, 
Mr. W. giveth them a better opinion then they have to o_ 
make you meet with them. | wigs 62h 
It they did {o, Mr. Walker telleth you that they are poranca ac m- 
more tolerable herein then your ſelves : you and Maſter raculorum fide 
Watton : for it 1s more agreeable to juſtice and reaſon that God RENE 
ſhould connt all graces of renovation for righteouſneſſe rather ea Diferer ia. 
then faith alane inthe proper ſenſe, which us but one grace, and bediemtiam 0s 
{ſo Mr, Forbs alſo. perum nece(ſa- 
Finally, whoſoeverſhall reade-that Chapter, and the 13m cle ate- 
anſwer, and compare ſome paſſages with your opinions, ,,;,0.. —_ 
will ſee you meete indeed; and that you defire not leave quidem ncce(.. 
todifſent from thoſe learned men for nothing, I could firate efficien- 
finde much obſervable. But I paſſeto what you relate out "*,(cd preſen- 
of Door Prideaux concerning Vorſtive. Who ſaith: Gr) Fideoim. 
He holds (r) Faith is imputed immediately and formal» pry imme-- 

ly, and the merit of Chriſt mediately and in effett. diate & forma- 
What is this but your owne opinion ? You fay faith liter, &merica 
is imputed immediately, and the merit of Chriſt but me- wg 
diately, if atall. Roundly, you, mis effe@, that is faith, /,y per 6dem 
which is imputed. ulrerius oſten- 
But there he addeth. (s) By faith be farther ſheweth be dic ſe obſerva- 
only under ſtandeth obſervation of Chriſtianiſme, becauſe to belceve <onem hriſtic 
is to keepe Chriſts precepts , neither was he aſbamed at length inrelligere, 
quia credere idea ef} quod obſervare Chriſti precepra,nec diſpnduit raudem concludere 
hdem juſtificancem illamyefſe iſlam inhz1entem __ quam Papiſtz urgent, 
2 


fo 
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to conclude that juſiiſying faith,to bs that inherent righteouſ= 
neſſe which the P apiſts urge 
This is given unto him alone by the Door, and with 

(r) Ultrerius. a(t) further; belike, in this he went beyond Arminins, 
So Arminizs himſelte, and ſo the Remmitrams as before. 

And I pray you is not faith obedience to Chriſts com- 
mandement and Gods worke ? (as you both love to ſpeak, 
in oppoſition to the morall Law, out of the 1 fobn 3, 
and Fob.6. of which after.) And is not faith that ju- 
ſtifeth in a proper ſenſe the inherent righteouſneſſe the 
Papiſis urge in this cauſe by the ſame text? Rom. 4, The 
difference is. 

Papilts make ita part, the beginning, and give it to 
all the graces, you to faith alone , both are for a proper 
ſenſe againlt the Relative one. 

Ours call it groſſe impiety to place toat righteouſneſſe,where= 
by we are juſtified in faith, in whole or in part, Forbs 98, 
And of faith properly taken , and without relation he 
faith, it 3s more pernitiows then that of the Papiſts, p. $0, 
Nec dum diſpuduit. 

But, alittle before he faith out of Corvinw , that Ar- 
minis was not pleaſed that faith ſhould be called the in- 
trmagtons of jultification, which is againſt what 
yon teach. | 

F It is true he faith not ſo,youdo,and yet that which the 
vapor Dodor there ſpeaketh to Arminius ,appertaineth to and touch- 
pro ru0 acumi- ©1Þ you both, (w) Tell us in truth Arminius out of thine 
ne,qua ratione acute judgement bow faith juſtifieth? T he aft of faith (ſaith 
tides juſtifcar? Arminius) 3 imputed for righteou/neſſe, in a proper ſenſe, 
T8 I not metonymically as it apprehendeth th. objeft. It not as an 
Click "1-7. inſtrument, How? So the Door anſwereth himſelfe. 
ws) impucari in So he denying,ſo you calling it an inſtrument, both teach 
juſtiriam, idq; the 7 credere in a proper ſenle imputed, for righteouſnes; 
proprio fenly both deny the figurative ſenſe; you that teach it an inſtru- 


non Merony- * (1 . , . — Ol 
mic&, quatenus Tents deny juſtification by it as an inſtrument receivi 


objeftum ap- andapplying Chrilts righteouſnefitto juſtification; The 
prchendir, E- agreement being ſuch, it had beene wiſdome to conceale 
piſt. ad Hippel, this diſagreement. 


Yow 


_—__—w@l 
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You lay he citerh Bertive , another Prince of the Armi= 
nian band; that he acknowledgeth (w) this opinion to ex> 
elude the merit of Chriſt, which is contrary to what you 
have taught and proteſle. 

If he be a Prince of the Armiinian band; y ou are no Com- 
mon Sonldier, but 24 ho:, a Prince, as he, above him, a 
King. That he derogateth not from Chriſt he ſhewerh, 
(with what agreement to himſelfe let him looke to that) 
(x) That faith reſpefteth the merit of Chriſt, and thus it # 
true which is ſaid, faith juſtificth not by it ſelfe, but relative- 
ly as it apprehendeth Chrift and his righteonſneſſe : he is nea- 
rer the Proteſtant tenet in this then you, and if deſcent 
will make it,he leaveth you to be a King, you are lower or 
higher in that band. That faith ina proper ſenſe is im» 
puted, &c. he faith, and therein is but one of the Princes 
with you. 

When as the DoGtor ſaith (9) this 0p 1n10N; he hath no 
relation to Vorſtivs, or that his opinion,of which before, 
of faith ſo taken. When as he ſaith Arminius his opinion 
to exclude Chriſts werit, it concerneth you. Sibrandw 

ſaid to Bertims. (=) This your theſis is the cauſe why I con» 
clude, if you will be like your ſelves, at length neceſſarily to 
come 1» it, that with Sucinus, Serverus, Otterodus, yore altoge- 
ther take away the merit or ſatisfattion of Chriſt made for ws, 
and ſay that Chriſt neither brought righteouſneſſe for ww; (when 
you with Arminius preach yee are-not juſtified by any righte= 
onſneſſe at all) Neither that we be jaſtified by bis righteou,> 
neſſe. Bertius (aid not the latter, Arminixs and Socinus, ©. 
did, Bertizs malt come to it. Bertixs faith it of Arminins. 
For he lajetb- ſuch foundations by which the merit of Chriſt 
1 neceſſarily ovverthrowne. For either it muſt be by faith in 
a proper ſenſe imputed and Chriits rightevutneſle impu- 
ted, or one of them : If it be by faith in a proper ſenlie as 
in your Do@triae, juſtification by Chrilts righteouſnefle 
imputed, js excluded ; and it is your DoGtrineas this Jat- 
ter excludeth the proper ſenſe of Faith. Indeed at belt 
the merit of Chriſt, as a remoter thing, mult be eltabliſh- 
ed, meriting that faith ſhould be imputed, which is Socini- 
D 3 aniſme 


(w) Hanc ſen- 
rentiam mcri- 
rum Chriſti ex- 
cludere, 
(x) Fides ita 
meritumChriſte 
tel picit, arque 
hoc modo ve- 
rum ecft quod 
dicrrar,fdes ju- 
ſtiica tnon per 
ſe, ſed corre- 
larive, quate- 
nus nimirum 
apprchendir 
Chriitum cjuſ- 
que juſtiriam, 
$1b.Ep,pel44. 
(y) Hanc ſen- 
tentiam. 
(7) Hzc wa 
thehs eſt cauſa 
quare ftatuam 
vobis (h ramen. 
vobs conſtare 
vulcis) neceſſa- 
ro tandem eo 
de veniendam 
ellc at cam Ser- 
vero S ocine, 0+ 
flerodo, merit 
hve ſatisfaftio- 
nemChriſti pro 
nobis faftam 
I 
icatiſq; neq; 
Chriftumnob?; 
juſtuiam pe pe - 
rifſe, Neq, nos 
iphus juſticia 
nobis imputaia 
jattiari, p,85, 
Talia enim 
ponit funda. 
mcn'a per quz 
mericum Chri- 
ſti necefa;iq 
everticuryih, 
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(b) Hoc ipſum 
ance” re docuir 
Servers,(cribir 
enimz.libro de 
lege & Evang. 
ur cft apudCal. 
vimnin refu- 
ratione Cerro» 
ram Michaels 
Server,p.90}- 
ſuum crederc 
repuratum fu- 


iſe Abrahe ad juſtictiam, (c) Sed & Secinws hoc ipſumdocet de Chrite ſervatore, p 
388. cjus yerba hc ſunt, cum fides noſtra nobisad juſticiam imputarur, ſenſus eſt, fidem 


aniſme as Sibrandws ſheweth out of Oſterodus, p.10, & p.g7. 
and that which was taxed by the Dutfor in Vorſtizs, bur 
even new;(ce your 1529p. 

As for your charge on Mr. IV. that he by his opinion 
of imputation of the ative obedience of Chrilts righte- 
ouſnelſe doth more trench on the merit of Chriits righ- 
teoulneſſe then your opinion, it is arreſting, arraigning, 
and finding full of guilt. 

Anſw, Y ou ſhew not at whoſe ſuite, nor at what barre, 
nor in what. Neither can I divine which way it will ap- 
pcare, lefſe you be the acculer, the witnefſe, and the Judge 
in that Aſſiſe ; open it when you pleaſe- Lookeat home, 
you deny it to Chriits ative obedience; as being Chriſts 
debt, and Chrilts paſſive obedience alſo, when as thereun- 
to you doe call his ative obedience as an effentia!l requi- 
lite, though not without contradiCtion .Secing nibil dat 
quod non habet,that which meriteth not, being debt, can- 
notmake his ſufferings tobe ſo, of this in the anlwer to 
your treatiſes, 

The other things which you ſay you could improve, 
p.16, I paſſe and leave to the Readers to judge whether 
there be not Arminian bloud in your tenent apparent, 
which isthatthe 3 credere of Abraham in a proper ſenſe 
is imputeddenying the imputation of Chrilts righteouſe 
neſle to jultification: theſe are yours, they are of Arminz. 
#s and Arminians, as before. In the words of Sibrandws 
I will adde. (b) T his ſame thing Servetus targht before thee, 

for be writeth, bis faith was reputed to Abraham for righ. 
teouſneſſe. (c) And Socinus teacheth the ſame.When our faith 
14 imputed to us for righteouſneſſe; the ſenſe is, our faith is ac« 
counted for righteonſneſſe, when he teacheth righteoufneſſe to be 
imputed tous by Abrahams example. But therefore, becauſe it 
ſeemed good to God to account onr faith to us in the place of 
righteauſneſſe. 


noſtram pro juſtitia haberi. Cum juſtitiam Abrahe exemplo impurari docer, &c. ſed ideo 
(nos juſtos coram Deo) quia Deo viſum fir dem noftram juſtiriz loco nobis ducere, 


Socins 


_ 
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So:inw in one place writeth (4) T here 3s not @ ſylable 
11 the Seripture of Chyiſts righteouſneſſe 10 be imputed to uf, 
Abrabam beleezed God, and for that cau/e was be accytnted 
Juſt of bim. 

And when as you detratt nct julitification from the 
bloud and merit of Chrilt,but give it the blond and death 
of Chriit, what doe you more then Oſterodus ? theſe are 
his words, (e) Sv farre as that blond and death worke in us 
tho things for which Gog auth juſtife 15, forſooth faith. 1 
will conclude in Sibrandis words to Bertiws. Ont of which 
every one may ſee thee and Arminius to teach the ſame of juſtt» 
fying faith , which Lefore you, Servetus, Socinus, Oltero= 
dus, wrote and p'ca:hed. And if you deiire to ſee far- 
ther agreement, fee it in Peltizs his Harmony de juſtif. par. 
3.0 4. 

: Here is Arminian blond, neither have you proved the 
ſame in Mr, I. nor can yen, itt and examine as through- 


ly as you will. When as you ſay Arminiantaith impu- 


ted includeth obedience to the Law of God. You heare 
they diltinguiſh it from workes, and yon know, it is cal- 
led by them and your ſelfe, the worke of Gad, the commande- 
ment and condition of the Goſpel Mr. Wi. faith in the Rela- 
. tive ſenſe indeed includerh the pertcft obedicnce of Jeſus 
Chriit ro Gods Law, 

You ſay Arminia faith is performed in their owne 
perſon. So is yours: you fay it was Abrabams faith ina 


roper ſenſe as before. Mr. . teacheth the rightenuſaeſſe of 


Chriſt applied by faith ſo to conſtitute us juſt as if we bad per- 
formed it in our owne perſons, 
You ſay the Arminiaz faith excladeth Chriſts merit 
from jaltification. So dath yours as before, as that 
which is immediate, as that with which imputed we are 
juit, Yoa cannot ſay Mr. . faith doth little lefſe ; per- 
tet righteoulneſſe is that which faith applieth in Mr. F, 
DoGrine, by which we are juſtified before the Lord, 
When as you aske, if Chriſts righteoufreſſe 2nd obedience 
be imputed to righteen(neſſe, what uced there is of any ſatisfalli- 
on or atonement by bloud. 


ERS 


(d) Nefyllaba 
quidem in fa- 
Cris monumen- 
tis extrcr, de 
Chriiti juſtitt» 
2a nobis im-! 
paranda, Ur a- 
pud S:ibyand.in 
cenſuris p.45 3 
& credidir A- 
braham Deo, 
ob cam cauſam 
ab ipſo juſtus 
habirus fnir, p. 
463. 

(e) Quarenus 
ſanguis iſle & 
mors in nohis 
efhciunc cas res 
propter quas 
Deus nos juiti- 
Fear, nempe ft» 
em. 

Ex his quiliber 
videre poteſt te 
& Armintwn t» 
dem docere de 
hde juſtificanre 
quod ante vos 
Servers, Scar 
ne, Oftero ſur 
de illa ſcripris 
lirerts & viva 
voce docue- 
run:. 
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Mer. W. will anſwer you, both are debt, fall atisfa&ti- 
on conliſteth in them both. 

Mr, 7.Goodw. will tell you it is an hainous crime to divide 
Chriſts righteouſueſſe: and that bis att ive obedience inſloweth, 
and us in a ſort ſatisfaCtion. | 

When as you rej] us you have wrung the belt weapons 
out of the adverlaries hands, you arc but Miles glorioſus, 
(ro continue-your Metaphor) It was ſine hoſte,tna te jattm 
in aula. And me thinkes thoſe that teach this do@rine 
ſhould not be profeſſed enemies to you. The Church of En- 
gland teacheth the ſame in her Homily, and the Articles of 
Ireland. As great and as go4ly as the lively faith # (faith 
the Homily) yet it putteth ws from it ſelfe, and remitteth, or 
appointeth us unto Chriſt for to have onely by him remiſſion of 
our ſinnes or juſtification, 3. parte hom. ſalv. p.18,1g. 

When as the world was not able to pay, &e. It pleaſed 
God to prepare for 4 the moſt pretiow Fewels of Chriſts 
body and bloud, whereby the ranſome might be fully paid, the 
Law fulfilled,and by jaſtice fully ſatisfied,p.15. So that Chriſt 
15 now tbe righteonſneſſe of all them that truly beleeve in 
him, he for them paid the ranſome by his y Ay be for 
them fulfilled the Law in his life, ſo that now in him and by him 
every true Chriſtian man may he called a fulfiller of the Law; * 
for as much as that which their infirmity lacked, Chriſts ju- 
ſtice bath ſupplied, &vc. p. 15, Is this tenet your adverſa- 
ry? Itis the tenet of your Adother : Tt is not to know or - 
acknowledge your Mother, to be her adverſary , and an 
adyerſary to your ſelfe. 

And though you thus part with Arminianiſmenow in 
words; you are found not to doe ſo indeed, and ſhall 
be ſhewed to doeſo, to the end. 

For the other grand herefies Socimes holdeth which 
youdoenot; I know not that Mr. Walker laieth them to 
your charge dire&ly. Itis good you ſhould looke to con- 
ſequences. Sibrazdus gave Bertins good cautions, p.$5. 87. 
122. &c, In the imputation of faith in a proper Calan 
denying theimputation of Chriſts righteouſheſle you a- 
gree, as Sibrandns to Bertins, of which before z theſe he 
called blaphemous bereſies. Seft.7. 
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and froth) you fay Mr. W. granteth p.7- that Abrabam ve- 
ſting on the Lord. by firme faith for the performance of the 
promiſes made unto bim, the Lord counted it to bim for righ- 
zeauſneſſe ; 'and after>, even faith was reckoned to bing for 
righteouſneſſe; and atter p.” 11, whereby faith (be ſaith) be 
meaneth th: boly ſpirituall faith and beliefe , which i before 
ſhewed to have been: in Abraham, and which 4s proper to the 
eleft and reg:nerate. What of this? I: agreeth not with bis 
inion , ut #4 not his tropicall or metonymicall faithy it ue 

aith in the | proper nature and dire ſignification ; and ſo 
what have we to doe with the diſcourſe following? be bolds the 
ſame interpretation of faith with you, 

Softly Sir, his interpretation is out of your mouth 
tropical, inthis Iſceno agreement with you, nor diſagree- 
ment with himſelfe. 

By faith in Chriſt Abraham reſted on God for perfor- 
mance of the promiſes, the word to him was, Ir thy ſeed 
ſhall all the Nations of the earth be blefſed, in bim all promiſes 
are Tea and Amen, . He muſt reſt by faith in Chriſt, on 
God for them ; indeed in him he was Abrabams God, to 
him the promiſe is made firſt, in him, to us, if yee bee 
Chriſt, yee be Abrahams ſeed and heirs, ec. Gal, 3. lt. 

This faith in Chriſt he faith was. reckoned to him for 
righteouſneſſe,and the faith which apprehendetkrand ap- 
plicth che righteauſneſſe of Chrilt is proper to the ele&t 
and regenerate, and is an holy ſpirituall faith and beliefe: 
here is no oppoſition to himſelfe, or agreement with you, 
youdoe bur tlatter your ſelfe, and deceive your Reader. 

'”" Bat faith ſo often ſaid to be imputed for righteouſueſſes 
Mer. W. cannot underſtand « tropicall. or metonymicall faith, 
viz. the righteowſneſſe 1s evident ({ay you) becauſe immedi» 
ately after, p, 11. anterpreting the word righteouſneſſe, be ſaith, 
by it is meant the righteonſneſſe of Chriſt, &c. ſo that. if by 
faith we underſtand the righteonſneſſe of Chriſt, and by righ- 
roufueſſe, the righteonſneſſe of Chriſt tao, we muſt make the A- 
poſtles meaning to runne thus. T he righteouſneſſe of Chriſt is 
impated to a beleever for the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, an hyper? ab» 
ferdity, E The 


PF, 22, 


Se.7. Here (pailing many vaine words, impertinences P, 21, 


Thr Dottrine of Fuſtification cleared. Part 1. 
The Remonſtrants «Fpo'. p. 113. giving a reaſon why 
(F) Chriſti ju- they uſed not the phraſe (F') Chriſts righteouſneſſe to be imp- 
ſtiriam nobis preted tow , give this reaſon, (s) We muſt neceſſarily ſay 
RR on that the righteon/neſſe of Chriſt i mputed to ws for the 
CEciam Chri- 0#/8eſſe of Chriſt, which 5s not proper but abſurd. Te was bor- 
ſti dicamus no- "owed, Diſeipmlum te facile agnr'ſcmn. 
bis impurari 1, Faith in a tropical! ſenſe is that which Mr. Walker 
proprer juſti- 4v:cheth with all the Reformed Churches. 
tim Chrit,  ,. Theexplication of Mr. is of righteouſheſſe ims 
Sada puted, which he faith 5 that which faith [aieth hold of, nM 
dxugghojyar thoktwords, to righteowſneſſe, which you might obſerve to 
ſed manifeſtam *haye a diſtin& interpretation given it by Mr, WV. His 
in feſe haver. words are by imputing and accomting that faith for rightemſe 
" neſſ to Abraham, and every one of bis faithfull ſeede 5 bere 
ment Golls ſetting of Chriſts righteouſneſſe on the ſcore and 
putting it on "y account of the beleever, his judging them per= 
ety ri e. 
4 4s hraſe for righteoufneſſe, is not meant the 
cighteowineſſe of Chriſtas yon would faſten on him, nor 
perfe&conformiry to the Law, as in the firſt Covena 
onall righteouſnefſe of Abraham, but a righteouſn 
which the beleever is as if be had perfefFly performed the Law 


in his perſon, in Juch a ſtate, and bad never ſinned, by which 


the beleever 3s juſt in the fight of God. 
A beleever is not foby faithina proper ſenſe, that is 
not perfe@& righteonſnelſe, and cannot make a man fo. 


Butin arelarive ſenſe as it applieth the righteouſneſſe 
of Chriſt aftive and paſſive, by which imputed, 
ſcron our feore, iris that we are righteous, and {o ac» 
connted 


Se, $. Butter nscome to the phraſe of imputing, or 
fir. E. conting, and here Mr. W:. firſt Fault: is. He Par apy cud 
fition, that to impmte and account are univerſally termini 2qui- 
pollentes, to rune alwayjes band in band... 
Anſw.1, Heath no ſuch words in that placegthere is 
neicher univerſally, nor alwayes. | 
2, If hedidfo, there is no miſprifion'fram his owne 
$criprureinſtances, | A 
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1: bad n#t btene good Engliſh (you ay) 1 and 

Solomon ſpall be impmied offenders , and _ hay 
knowledge ro have offence imputed is to be accounted an 
offender. 4s 

Your {clte conteſle in ſore eaſes and fals of ſpeech, t 
may be of indifferent uſe and ſignification, aud in the = 
band to be expreſſions of good propriety, and that there 1s not 
muth difference betrveene them, amm hath a minde ta 
cavill and wrang'e about words, The man then that quar- 
rels cheſe words mult be conceived ex coufeſſic , to have a 
minde to cavill and wrangle. Who then laieth on tongue 
and mulciplieth diſcourſe? it is your phraſe. 

Bnt this is bis your oo indeed, namely , the deſcription 
be layeth downe of the ſenſe of the phraſe, imputing 4 thi 
to one, which deſcription is this. Nags of inapuet; = 
connting 4 thing to one ſignifieth both in the Old and New 
Teſtament, an at of judgement and eſtimation by which a 
thing is judged and eſitemed, reckoned and accounted to be 
as it it indeed. 

Theſe are his words, but he calleth it not a deſcription 
once, as you doe twice, and(o uſually afterwards : for» 
footh, that you may cxamine it by the rules of a righede- 
finition, ordeſcription , as in your 2. exception , where 
you trie it by that Law. 

But the bare giving of the ſenſe of a word cannot be 
termed a deſcription, neither is every deſcription to be 
tried by the rules of a true detinition, much lefle cvery 
explication of the ſenſe of a word; pafle that, What lay 
you to it? 

Capiat qui potis eſt capere, and confeſſe bir eloquence to Mi, G. 
paſſe your intelligence. 

Anſw, Which ſurely is a wonder, when as he ſeemeth 
to explaine his ſpeech ro a common capacity, Noe not 
you know what it is to jucge a thing to be as it is indeed? 
1 wonld not have faid ſo of you , his words following 
(pell chem more plainely when as headdechytber it 5s juſt 
and according to truth. The judgement is ſo not whe 
it is judged as it is not, but as it is,fer thatis unjuſt judge» 

E 2 megt 
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ment 'and” not according to truth, Hee” adderh, 
Gods thoughts are alwayes juſt , and bis judgement is ac 
cording to trath , Rom. 2. 2+ therefore a juſt new 
ting and cornting is here meant, ſaith Mr. W. for God doth 
account of ull perſons and things, # they are. He giveth in» 
{tance of an anjuſt account and falſe imputing, r King, 
1.21. and of true counting, Neb. 13. 13. and Levit, 
17. 4. and Pſal, 22. 30. and doe you not yet under- 
ſtand it? 

" Why doe you diſpute againſt it , -and condemne Mr.J. 
for itin the entrance,ſaying, T be man is no where liker him- 
ſelfe then in the deſcription * Surely you can never juſtly 
judge him or his cauſe in diſpute, if ſo be that you doe 
not underſtand him : you might have ſpared your 1. 2. 4. 
and laft onſet againſt what is ſaid, and firſt have required 
Mr. I. explanation, that you might underſtand him. 

Theſe are but words; the fault is inyour will: he put- 
ecth you to it, as we ſhall ſee in examinationof your op- 
polition. 

Youſay, 1 ſboxld have thought that Gods imputing faith 
for righteouſneſſe (take faith in what ſenſe you will) had 
beene an att of grace and mercy in God, and not an att of 
judgement. | 

1. Byan a& of judgement in Mr. ſenſe you ſhould 
rnderſtand, an a of underſtanding. 

2. But I ſuppoſe you take it foran a of juſtice, for 
judgement the exerciſe thereof ; and if, why may there 
not be in juſtification a concurrence both of mercy and 
judgement? and both not be exerciſed in making' men 
Juſt ? Tſhould have thought there is ſweete agreement be- 
tweene them. 1 have read in one of onr Homilies, that 
God in our redemption and juſtification, with endleſſe mercy 
Joyned his moſt upright and perfeft juſtice. Homil. falv, x. 
part. | 7 hat Gods mercy did not deliver us without a juſt 
ranſome, p. 14, that when as it lay not in us to doe, he pro» 
vided a ranſome for 5, that was the moſt precious body and 
bluud of bis owne moſt dearemazs rybo befides bis ranfome ficl- 
kd the Law for us perf$tly, ib. that in this the juſtice of God 


and 
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cation. 15. uot, nely-Gods mercy and graces but. alſo bis juſtice, 
which the Law calleth the juſtice of God, and it confaſteth in 
paying or ranſome, and fulfilling the Law. T be grace of God 
þ-220t out the. Juſtice of God in our juſtification, but onely 
ſhutteth out the juſtice of man, that 3s to ſay, the. juſtice of our 
warkes, as to be meanes of d:ſerving our juſt ification, iÞ. 

I have read of Fuſiification freely by grace through the re- 
demption which 1 in 5M Chriſt, whom.God bath ſet forth a 
propitiation through faith in his bloud to declare bis righteonſ- 
ueſſe-—— init God is juſt andthe juſtifier, Rom. 3. 

When as faith is taken ina relative ſenſe with its ob- 
je, Chriſtand his perfe& righteoulneſſe, and is imputed 
to Abrabam for ri kecouſnelle, Abraham is made juſt per- 
fettHy, God Judgeth jaltly in accounting him fo, in pro=- 
nouncing him fo, with this he may ſtand in judgement 
and be as if he had never ſinned, as. if he had perfe&ly 
fulfilled the Law in bis owneperſon. 

It is not ſo where faith is taken in a proper ſenſe, nei- 
ther is that accounting faith for righteouineſſea righte- 
ous judgement; orthat which isin truth. Faith thus ca- 
ken is a worke of the Law, (ſome thinke) a part of inhe- 
rent righteoutneſſe,as charity,an impertet grace,it cannot 
ſtand 1n judgement. 

Faith in the relative ſenſe eſtabliſheth the Law (as you 
ſhall ſee) bringeth in what it requireth, and (o jutiheth, 
and (o juſtification is a worke of niercy and judgement. 

I proteſſe I could nevec indure what Tread in Mr. Wat- 
ton and Socinians, that (b) puniſbment aud pardon gave adv 
verſe, in ſome, nay in it lelte it isjoyned with dehiall of 
the ſatisfaftion ot Chriit, and a deitroyer. of Gods jnitice. 
Looke you to it. 

Juſtice ſbineth through mercy, Myr. Forbs, p, 92. and this 
of faith in, a proper ſenſe is azainit the juſtice of God, ( as 
he) When as we are before Gods jnudgement-ſeate to be judged 
in the rigour .of juſtice ,, then we muſt bring ſome thing that 
may countervaile the juſtice of God, not onely acceptation in me1= 


cy, but alſo approbation in juſtice, (i) We muſt be juſt if we 
E 3 be 


and. hys (nieecy did imbrace togethiep,ib.\/o that ins our. Piſtifie 
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(b)Perna & ve=, 
nia ſunt adver- 
fa, 


Perkins verbay 
Wot.in Biſh.p, 

174. 

(7) Jaſtos eſſe 
oporret ſt fimus 

£1 accepti, Cal, 
in Rom 5,485. 
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(A)Simul qua- be attepttd of bime. (4) The Aprſt ic ſbeweth what _ 
= GeChrift ju- F; fe 3s then be calleth it dbedrence. Obſerve what 
ir - ACE R ! ſl 
: = — we brizg into Godls fight if we will be juſtified by works, 
obedicntiam, thr teoeſneffe of the I, ww compleate. But becauſe we bring th- 
bi nos adno- ye/felk obeditn'e of the Law becauſe we have it not in wr, 
remvs quzſo, Bia freely giveth 2. (1) Noother righteouſruſſe 'is admitted 
quidnos aferre ;, Heaven then the intire obſervation of the Law, (m) The 
con Peres Fighteoufteſſe of Gad whib [ball be approved at Gods Tri- 
oporteat ft ve- : q | 
lumus operibus ball. () We live not before God withmt righteouſneſs, 
juſtincari,nem-- (,) At Gods Tribunal no righreonſneſſe is ſo indged but pris 
pe legis jubitt- £2 and abſobhte obedience of the Law. (p) We hae med of 
omaibes abſo- righteonſne(ſe which will bare the examen and rigmr of juſtice 
lutam,Calv. in intire and perfeft. 
Roms 19. Scd 
ak — -__ perfetamLegis obedient iam "am quianon habemus in noDisDous nobis 
gratuito donat, Calv, in Gal. 3.6, ({) Nonalia juntivia admircicur m Calis, quam inze- 
gra Legis obſcrvario, Calv, inſtir. 1. 3.c.14. p. 13. (#) Juſtitiam Dei qutx apud Dei 
tribunal approbabitur, Caly.inGa/.3 g (n) Non vivimus coram Deo fme juſtin, 
Calv, in Rom. 1.17+ (0) Primam juſtificationisnoftrs cauſant non ad hominum judici- 
um referri, cum ad Dei tribunal nbi nul'4 juſtirra cenſerat niſh perfeſia abſolaraque Le- 
g's obedientia, Calv. ib, (p) Ar juititiam quz cxamen ngoremque judicii ſuſtine at no- 
bis omnibus, iaregram perteAamque necelſe eſt,4rer. in Phil, 3-9-, 


2. When as you tell ns, p. 24. every AT of judging and 
eſteeming a thing to be # it 1s, is not an impucting or accounting 
it to another, which yet muſt be if it be rightly defined by the 
rules of a definition. | 

The Antwer is Mr. W. did not define it, heſaid not it 
js, but it ſigniBberh,which is not the manner of him that 
definecth. Neither hath he a word of impuring it to ano- 
ther, upon which-what you tel] us of the Sun and Moone, 
&c. are built, they are Caſtles in the aire. 

3. Yon ſay,ntben God imputes either my faith to me , or 
Chriſts righteouſneſſe (tbe one being the Scripture phraſe , the 
other Mr. Ws.) for my righteonſneſſe ; be doth not judge any 
thing to be as indeed it 15: or neither 1s m) faith, nor the righ- 
texmſneſſe of Chriſt indeed my righteouſneſſe, but my faith in 
that grace rbi-h God bath conſecrated and ordained to bring me 
into communion and gens of that righteonſneſſe that #s of 
that Juſtification, &c. which Chriſt by the merit of by life 
and 
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and death hath purchaſed for we and for" alt thoſe thus helevve 
in bim, T berefore the pbraſc of imputing doth wit fignifie an a(t 
; { r— by which « max jadgeth @ thing to be « 


M4 Tho Scripture, and what hath beene ſpoken are dj 
zntly againſt you,which ſhew Gods judgement according 
. I oppoſe it to your bare negation. 
w—_ For the Scripture as it mentioneth imputation of 
faith, which you oY is not mon neſlſe, and truly 
as. in a o it fait vighteuſaeſſe is ingpitted, 
which ak aonrrs againi your aflertion thatiris nocrighte- 
neſle indeed, and elſewhere I ſhall make good to be 
ore you ſhall not name a third. 
> Tha righteonineſſe of Chrift is mine, he is my we!» 
bled, mine, on. # the Lord my righteouſneſſe, Sir, whether 
ou will orno the Lord. Gith it, this 4s bis name w 
4 ſhall be called, T he Lord ons righteonſneſſe, Jer. 23. 6. 


4+ Faith ina proper ſenſe bringeth not into commu» 
nion with the teouſnefle of Chriſt, as Form _ 
ph here —_— lay it,clewhere you deny it, 8c 
pund righteouſneſſe and juſtification as if 
one; it fo, why doe you deny it elſewhere? if itde dif- 
ferent, indeed it is an effeft of righteouſnefſe imputed (fo 
Nr ain) the matter,by imputation that by which) 
warn doe you confound them? 
And here we may fee whata goodly effe@t faith hath, 
and _—_ a bringing i _— communion ulegpaiatin, oh 
as you ceny communion with Chrilts righteoul but 
in the effe& of it, to which after. 
5. Faith inatclative ſenſe ſetterh all at rights, it cau- 
ſeth communion and fellowſhip with Chri(, and his: 
righteouſneſle to jultification ; by this Chriſts righteouſ- 


neſſe is our owne ; the judgement of God'is according t6 
truth ; whey asthe ——_ tprightoonſhalls ge 
the fireangeof Proteſtants runneth 

4. When as you ſay, Mr. FW. ances from Soripture, 
comply not naturally with his deſcription of the word Impu- 
ting: It is bur adeniall; adeniall will anfiver it. To omit, 


a Ad... Py 


—_ 
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itis you, notMr, F. that made it a-deſcriprion,- 
Vt. You ſay ſome inſtances contraditt that deſcription of bis 
according to his ownt\imterpretation, of the phraſe imputing, as 
that of Shimei, Let not my Lord impute iniquity to me, bee 
dith-not ( ſaith Ar W; truly but contradiftingly to 'bimfelfe} 
that David ſboxld not judge by iniquitytd\be none, and there 
ford it is againſt all reaſon be ſbould ſay, ſtill it ſo Fgnifer and 
ſo for thatof Job 33.10. whence you deduce it, doth alwayes 
þo ſignifi no of dl. 7 a 
| To which the anſwer is ealie; The' words nniverſall 
and-«lweyes, before, till and afterward: repeated now a 
gaine arenot in Mr. . they are your owne, as' theſe, de- 
finition and deſcription ;, deviſed to ſerve a turne. Where 
he ſaith it was' ſo, he faith, it zr taken ſometimes in other 
ſenſes there tame , when uſed by a' trope, a metonymy of th 
cauſe for thee ef, &c. a metaphor, Ee. lee his inſtarices; 
neither bath Mr. I, yet delivered you his applica- 
tion. 
When as: to ſhew the contrary. you inſtance in Rove, 
4. 8. &\'2.Cor. 5.19. W here God 3+ ſaid not to inepuete ſine, 
the meaning 'is not that God doth nat qrdpe 2 beletver to have 
finne in bim, and to judye a its, but that God abſolvi 
men from gnilt and fo Tons, and ſo imputing rigbteonf 
neſſe, that it is of a_full-different nature from jullging it at\jn- 
deed it it, t1 ' voree 
For my part I'know not, bat whervasG6d imputeth 
not ſinne, he judgeth as itis, for there is neither guilt nor 
puniſhment properly fo called ro them that beleeve in Te- 
ſus Chriſt, which is therefore true, becauſe they are jrl(ti- 
fed, by the xighteouſfieſſe of Chrilt, truly given themand 
applied by 1s which as they are accounted righte- 
ous,and are ſo indeed. -. 49110 
When; as you ſay Mr. W:.owne tenet ſherweth it , that 
God inpraeth. Chriſt righteouſneſſe for the righteoſrieſſe' re 
ſhould have performed in our owne' perſons, which ir not owy 
owne perſonal rightcouſneſſe.Y ou milſe-report it. Afr: Ws. 
words are, when God imputeth Chriſts righteouſneſſe to a 
beleever, be counteth bim fetch righteous by that righteouſnes, 
and ſohe is indeed, And 
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And becauſe you judge Mr. W. for that pa which 
i5 aveaſon why imputing ſignifieth an alt of leh Gods 
thoughts are juſt, and bis judgements according ts trath, Rom. 
2, 2, as if Gods imputing righteouſneſſe to him that is a 
ſinner, and hath no righteouſneſſe, were an a of injuſtice 
in him, and oy to truth. 

Anſw. I (ſuppoſe he did it with good cauſe, Then when 
as a man is accounted righteous for the righteouſneſſe of 
Chritt imputed by God, applied by faith, as he is righte- 
ous indeed, ſo the judgement or account is true and righ- (9 þ, _— 
teous. Which not beinga truth of faith imputed in a pro= us «© juftus & 
per ſenſe, if it ſhould be imputed, doth therefore render judicium ejus 
Gods account not true nor jult. So that dire&ly you deny (ccundumveri. 
the one and other in this exception, rater; fides au» 

Neither is it a new praQtiſe of Mr, I. or his alone , but : egis jutticia, 
ordinary to be found in the learned. ſed rantam ex- 

Mr. Forbs, condemning imputation of faith in a pro- igua pars illi- 
per ienſe, (which is your opinion)and calling ir pernitious, 8-40. 


and more pernitious then that of Papiſts, ſheweth the ſame 24, Dei judi- 
_ dum yeriratem, 


For when faith is not Relatively or inſtrumentally taken, Rom, 2, 2, (ci- 
in reſpedt of Chriſt apprehended by it, it cannever containe per- n—qa_ | 
felt righteonſneſſe , and ſo the Lord can never juſtifie us qui janen = 
by it ; for the Judgement of God FY Juſt and according fo cundum veri- 
eruth, Rom. 2. v. 2- 5. &c. They wittingly lay a ground tatem, & quiin 
to themſelves tonching juſtification, wherein it is impoſſible that Judicando er- 
Gods judgement can be according to truth, ſeeing they make him *< L_ 
to juſtifie them, "by that which in their owne confeſſion is ne- OIOs Elli 
ver, «nſwerable to the juſtice of God, p« 91. ſo he, poreſt, exigu- 

If God ſhould juſtifie — or by faith as it is a worke or am jaſtitiz 
habit in us, God conld never be ſeene to be juſt in juſtifying of P2onem, ce» 
u,Or, p92, ſeQam& mults 

( a) God 1 ſt, and hy Judgement according 40 wrath, faith pPeccatis conrz 
14 not the whole righteouſneſſe of the Law, but onely a little part raminatam, ha- 
thereo fc bebir aut ha- 

bere poterir 


But Gods p_—_ L accarding fo trath, Rom. 2.2. We pro. perſefia 
know, Ec. Will be who judgeth according untotruth, and who \cgis juſtinia? 
in judging cannot erre, who cannot decetye nor be deceived, ac= p. 30, 

F count 


rem,non eſt ro<- 


bY 


A! : 
'The Dottrine of Fuſt! fication tleared. Part ts 
n Re Sa 


& amt, of can Þ he, ſmall portion bf faih imper felt and wmnch de- 
filed, for the perſett righteonſneſſe of the Law. 
I) When God doth accomnt 15 Juſt by faith, the truth 


vando 4 Ao | 5 
—_— pu. which anſwertb this divine acconnt, 15 101 the righteaſne e of 


tar juhvs EX fi - Chriſt formally inhering in 1, bnt the righteonneſe of briſt 
a ri _—_ real communicated and gs wr by divine orainanm. Ff 
haic rep . God ld efteeme #8 111 rently Jnſt mu =_ that be oy 
ſponder,none"? puteth mnto tf Chriſts righteon ſſe , judgement ſboul 
juſtiria Chriſti epres and there ſbonld be 71 the mnde of God an account to 
formalterin\- which the 1rnth of the thing anſwereth 110t (which 1 wicked- 
wy Nitin * neſſe for a min # freake) G3) Therefore Bellar. deceiverb 
Chvifti realirer dl # deceived, calling, the impurtation your? righreouſheſſe, 
patticipra & s nuket efttence m7 tht rAbout the thing, ſeeing it 4 4 
donata nobis youll acceptation of the belecvny finner for a 5 man in Gods 
ordinarione I jud m4 
nyt ] Good Papilts and Proteſtants agree that in puſtification God: 
_ bhp zeaomrtt #s thoe ant right. Bellar. an Becan et -< aig judge 
_— LT ment of God accortlimg 2 wth, fo w ich am. (t) 
Nod intetenter confeſſe that the judgement of God 5s according to truth, the) 
mos {quot are truly made juſt who are juſtified by God, but one way 
wefas ditu ) £f- by inherent, another 045 by impmred righteouſneſſe.( u) Grant 
rarer Dei juti- phat to impirte 35 7707 ſimply to ſuppoſe , ®# when the under- 
cram atqueel- 4s, ; X 
© i Mcne ſtanding #s deceived, and an Hypocrie temeth good, who 1s 
vita Exith- wicked. Let it rather be joymd with 1be truth of the thing, 
bart its oryne aruth, th:0t Cyriſts righteowſreſſe be truly and re- 


watree an Yerts 
tas rei non Tt= afly imputed 10 every Chriſtian; this impt atton God forbid we 
{pondet, Rifh. d oppoſe. 
Dav. C+ iz. = ins Ro » Gith. 
191, Mr. Pemble to Becanw , urging Rom. 2. 2, faith. I ce 
(+ )pallir igitur embrace this ride,and tht reaſon of it, acknow edging that where- 
_—_ Bet- ſorver there ” inftification, there 1s - 10w une AY oo other in 
Figs 18 5 n (tihic 01 ſt in the manner,Oc. 
purarionem the party juſtified. T he queſtion ſtill ſtan s 
juſtiti® Chriiti vocans nudam exiſtimationem hve OPinarionem finete, cam fit realis ac- 
cepratio PECCATOT IS credenvis pro julto n 1wdicio Dei, Parews Caſtig.de juſtif. p-455. Lic 
Cham. tt. © 5. Seft. 24, (1) Judicwom Dei ſarcor ef ſecundum veriratems Vere .julti fatti 
ſunt quucunque juſtihcantur a Deo,ſed alter pei inhzrenrem alirer per impuraram jaſiri - 
* am, Þ. £65. 866. («) E19, mpytare non {mpliciicr exnti mares at aim falliur intel- 
ic &ns', & videtur ty pocrita bonus qui tamen malus eſt : eto porms cor nn cum 
rc4 vernate, fed oa : nimirem ut cuiqne Chiiſtiano, vere & realicer impurerar Chriſti 


juſticia;hafc nos vernatem impPurat.on is abfir ur 0ppognemuszc. 13 92, 14-f-20, Y 
re 
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IWe affirme that it us by imputing unto him the perje@t righ+ 
teauſneſſe of Chriſt, accepting Chriſts obedience for bis. 

We bere tithe up the forenamed rule, laid downe by our ad- 
verſarier. Whomſoever God prononnceth to be perfefily juſt, be 
muſt needs be made perfetly juſt, for Gods pudgement 1s accur- 
ding totruth, p. 9. and cllewhere. God accounts that onely for 
perfet righteouſneſſe of the Law which is /o indeed and truth, 
but faith #s nut the perſeft fulfilling of the Law : therefore 
God doth net account it for 

T he major muſt be proved that God accounts not that for per- 
feT juſtice, which is not perfef# indeed, this appeares, Rom. 
2, 2, the judgement of God wu according te truth. When there« 
fore any thing is net truly good and perfett, there God eſteemes 
it not truly good aud perfect, ib. p. 37- 

Gualter (you lay) an orthodox Interpreter findeth grace 
and favour not ſtrifneſſe of j in the phraſe of im- 
putation, It teacheth us that pw indeed hawe dealt in 
greed judgement with we, and that we are indebted to 

- be dealeth not with ws «s we bave de- 


# free grace 
ſerved, | 

Wha denicth but God” have dealtin ſtrifmeſſe, 
p—_ and exatted perſonal obedience, and have execu- 
ted death on us for ous finne? and that it is mercy that 
God imputerh' or giveth Chriſts righteouſneſle : the A- 
poſtle freweth gh ab all his, gifts, and ſo effets of 
Grace, and yet in that there is lick juſtice, and that is 
anſwered by the L. Chriſt our ſurety by his pecte& righ- 
teouſneſſe, ſo that Gods righteouſneſle is declared thereby. 
He isjuſt in jultifying, and fo Orthodox interpreters, our 
owne, and others, as before, I may adde more, 

T he Lux moſt be ſatisfied, or elſe we cannot be juſt , for the 
Lord doth allow no other righteouſneſſe but the very ſame which 
is deſcribed in the Law, which whoſgever cannot attaine are pro- 
nounced guilty of eternall death ; therefore if we will be righ- 
tera and (aved, ſuch arighteouſneſſe muſt be ſought ont, t 
which the Law cannot' require a more abſolute— and where 
ſhall we finde it * Our faith #s but begun end we muit al- 
wayes pray it may be increaſed in m ut righteonſneſſe moſt 

2 > 


—— 


De juſtif, p,1v. 
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againſt 
Engliſhed by M4 
$roke, p. 224. 
Pp. 229.230- 
w) Ad Dei 
tribunal, ubi 
nulla juſticia 
cenſerur niſi 
legis 
obedientia , 
Tofſ. in Rom, 
2-21, 
(x) Nihil im- 
perteftum aur 
maneum poreſt 
dici juſtitia Dei 
juſtificas,Id,ad 
Rom.p.173-7- 
Deum vere & 
ſumme juſtam 
in ſponſore, 
Bexa, ad Rom. 
4-25. 
YINam ur alibi 
ixinullos pro 
juitis approbar 
Deus, nifi quos 
prius vere ac 
fumme (non in 
iphs ſed) in 
Chritto uo, 
ſcu impuraca 


be of that kind «s that nothing at all may be added 'therenntq.. 

T be juſtice that freeth ws from the Law, neither increaeth 
nor groweth, but 1 ever mot pr and abſolute, that is Cbriſt 
bis obedience imputed to 15 faith ,cums what that righteouſ= 
nefſe is ſee there. T will not make application. (w) A: Gods 
tribunall nothing is accounted righteouſneſſe but perfelt ghedi 
ence of the Law. (x) Nothing imperfe or lame can becalled 
the juſtifying righteouſneſſe of God, (y) God 14 truly and moſt 
juſt inthe ſurety, God, ar T have elſewhere ſaid, doth approve 
none for juſt, but thoſe whom firſt he maketh juſt truly, and 
in the higheſt dxgret, not in themſelves, but Chriſts righteouſnes 
imputed. (z) We ſo profeſſe @ ſinner tobe juſtified by the on- 
ly mercy of God the Fatber that we acknowledge Chriſt with 
bis office of a Mediatour the next cauſe, who being borne for 
us, not bimſelfe, el. 9.5. who bytbe ranſime of mo abſolute 
perfeltion ſo reconciled the eternal juſtice of his offended F a- 
ther to miſerable men that God loft not the praiſe of Juſtice 
in midſt of mercy. T hough 4s a moſt free agent he could [ſiif 
whomſoever, and in what manner ſotver be would, yet both bis 
Nature & be 1 infinitely juſt, and alſo bis Will revealed in 
the L mw, which in God is the cternall and immovable rule of 
Juſtice: which moreover, in immutably requireth ſatisfaltion for 
finne, and fulfilling the Law by obedience, ſeeing to juſtifie a 
wicked man without righteouſneſſe be hath «alled it abomina- 
tion, there 1s therefore made a tranſlation of the Law which 
could not give life on Chriſt, who being made for us under the 
Law might every way ſatisfie the Law for us. 


Chriſti juſticia juſtificarerat Pro. 17. 15. Bek, ad Rom.4. 21. 5. (7) Junizs, SolaDei 

atris miſericordia juſtificari peccatorem ita profitemur, ur Chriſtum cum Officio Mediae 
toris cauſam proximam agnoſcamus, qui fibi non narus ſed nodie, Jef 9. 5. ita offenſ 
Parris ſempurernam juſtitiam abſoluuſhme perfeftionis Avgpe miſeris homigibus re. 
conciliavitgut Deus juttitiz laudem in media miſcricordia non amitrerer, Er fi ur agens li. 
berrimum quos & quomodocungue velit juſtificare poruie ; obedientiam ramen f- 
lii necefſariam fecir, cum natura ipſius qua infinire juftus, rum parefaQta in Lege 
voluntasquz in Deo cft zrema & immora juſticiz regula (hc & Calumus inftir, [. 4. 
o. 10. Sett. 1 5. quz inſuper immurabiliter requirit ſarisfationem pro. peccato, & Legis 
impletionem per obedientiam,cum juſtificare impium fin# ulla juſtitia &AAvywua ſe 


dixcrit,Pro, 17, 15.faftact igitur tranſlatio Legis Atb. 7.12. 
Gal. 3.3. in Chriftam qui pro nobis ſub Lege faftus, Gal, 4. 4+ 


_ non poruir vivificare, 
gi omnimodo fatisface- 


ret, Theſ, Theol. 35. p, 68g. 


This 


— 
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(#) This righteouſneſſe was altogether to be fulfilled in us, () Hoc Ingi- 
therefore Chriſt putting on our fleſb in our bebalfe perfel?ly per= 4 Pprorius 
formed it, I came not, &c. Matth. 5. & 16. here it us eaſter for —— 
the Heavens to paſſe, this member appertaineth to the appli= ngbis,ideoque 
cation of Chriſts benefit to us, (b) Then ſhould it be vaine if Chriſtus indu- 
wot ſavisfied by us, or in our name by another, and that is ſatiſ= <ns nottram 
fied by Chriſt who came not to. diſſolve, Ec. and be did ful- pen = 
fill it in our feeſb, ( c) That very righteonſneſſe which the g. prettitit le- 
Law required that by its preſeript we may be thought juſt gem, Math. 5- 
and imtire before God, for when a to forgiveneſſe of ſiunes and non veni— & 
fulfilling the Law this third ſhall come, the perfeft integrity of I 6«hic facilins 


X : to coef 
our nature, ( all which we freely attaine in Chriſt apprehended Noe þ 
by faith) let Satan doe what ever he can we are juſt before arm - 
God, and that from that moſt abſolute forme of the Law,there- beneficii Chri- 
fore the Apoſtle ſaid he came not to deſtroy the Law, but to eſta»  3P licatio- 


nem ad nos, A - 


bliſÞ it, Rom. 3. 21. (4) The righteonſneſſe of Feſin Chri . 3 

by which we are juſtified before God is the moſt Bees 7's ply eng 
ence of the whole Law of God-== the righteonſneſſe manifeſted demi reddere - 
in the Goſpe', is the fulfilling of the Law made by Chriſt for us, *ut inanis 1 illi 


non ſatisheret, 


(e) He excellently taketh away this ſeruple, when « oxt of the "' rp ener. 
dorine of the Law he [pag the righteonſneſſe of the Law. —————_ 
(f) The Apoſtle well ſaid we eſtabliſh, for what doth Chriſte per alidi atqui 
ſatisfattion but ſberw the threats of the Lzw not voyd when « wy 
: ber wa eſt ſatis 

Chriſt muſt indure them? and what is Chriſts righteouſneſſe elſe aol mas —_ 
ſolvere ſed implere, Matth. y, & cam in carne noſtra implevit ad Rom. 8 Toſſan. p. 26. 
Bexa in Rom. $8.9, 4. (c) Jglowaillud ipſum quod requirit Lex ut ex £35 preſcripto 
juſti & incegpi coram Deo cenſcamur: nam rum ad peccatorum remiſſionem & impletio- 
nem juſtiriz accefſerit etiam hoc rertium,id eſt, perfefta narurz noſtrz integrita5(quz om- 
nia gratis conſequimur in Chriſto per fidem apprehenſo ) ut in omnes facies ſe conver- 
rat Saran, juſti ſumus coram Deo, etiam ex illa abſolutifſima Legis formula quamo- 
brem dixit Apoſtolus ſupra, c. 3. 31. ſe Legem non everrere ſed Nabilire, (d) Juſtitia 
Jeſu Chriſti, per quam juitikcamur coram Deo eft perfefifſima rotius Legis divine obe- 
dientia— juſtiria in Evangelio pateſafta eſt impletio Legis a Chriſto fafta pro nobis , Po- 
lan, ſynt. I. 6. 6 36. p. 2947. per Evangelium Lex non abolerur ſed Nabilicur,Rom, 3.3 2. 
(+) Calv. hunc ſcrupulum oprmne diſcutic cum ex ipſa Legis daftrina Rabilic Legis juſti- 
tiam. Calv. ad Rom, 10, v, 5. Stabilimus,meriro hoc dixir Apoſtolus,nam Chriſti ſatisfa-- 
tio quidaliud quam Legis minas oftendit, minime irriras effe, quum illas luere Chriftum 
opormeric?Sed & Chriſti juſtiria quid alind eſt quam plena OO doQtina igi-- 
rur ex fide quuim non prius nos ſerver quam juſtificer (ideit, Chriſtum nobis per impura- 
rionem applicet his omnibus virrutibus Legis ornatum)cerre juſtitiam exLege non modo 
non evertig ſed potius ftabilic in nobis, Beg. ad Rom. 3. ult, 

F 3 but 
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but a full performance of the Law, T be deGrine therefure of 
faith ſeeing it doth not ſave us before it juſtifieth ws , (that 
3s, it applieth Chriſt to ws by imputation, adorned with all 
theſe vertues) ſurely it doth not onely nat overthrow the Law,but 
rather ſtabliſheth it in us. 

Hicherto may 1 referre that eternall rule, Doe this and 
live, tee Mr. Perkins argument. That which mult be our 
righteouſneſſe before God muſt ſatisfie the juſtice of the 
Law, which faith, Doe theſe things and thou ſhalt live, 
but there is nothing that can ſafishe that jullice ofthe 
Law, but the righteouſneſſe and obedience of Chriſt, ergo, 
See Abbot. p. 387. ſec Abot. p.38g. Sce Sybrand againſt Ber- 
ties, p. 149. & 144, and Mr. Pemb.p. 149. } 

By all which much may be noted by you if you will 
pat the ſame tg uſe, and that not onely mercy, but juſtice, 
exadt (atisfaftion to the Law, are by Orthodox Writers 
eſtabliſhed in free Jaitification, 

Sef. 9, You goe on,and fay (when 4 Mr. Why righteouſ- 
neſſe ſaith is m:ant Evangelicall righteonſneſſs— tven the perfet 
ſatisfaTion and righteouſnes of Chriſt our Mediator and ſurety, 
which be the Son of God, in mans natzre performed to the Law.) 

Riddle me,riddle me,&c. and that faith in any ſenſe cannot be 
imputed for the righteauſneſſe of Chriſt. 

t. If it bea Riddle, how can you ſolve it without ex- 
plication ? your arguing is a beating of the aire, 

2. And in the reſt you doe but trifle, that which is im- 
putcd is the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, ſo Mr. I. truly; that 
is Evanzelicall, Dan. 9, 

3. T hat for the righteon(neſſe of Chriſt is not Mr, W:. but 
your owne before anſwered, lee his explication. 

4. Tothat queſtion, (though impertinent) mhether any 
thing may properly be ſaid to, be tritly and indeed the ſame 
with it ſelje, and your reference of it to Mr. Walkers orvne 
determination -ben his Logick returnes againe unto him. 

I Anſwer, that I ſbould thinke any thing may truly and 
properly be {aid to bethe ſame with it ſelte ; neither doe 
I conceive any thing more truly and properly the fame 
then the thing it ſelfe : other things may be like, are not 
| the 
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the ſame. Every thing is every way the ſame with it felfe, 
identity is the ſamenefſe of a thing in my Logick. Your 
owne immediately preceding words may anſwer your 
queſtion, which are, ſurely there is nothing truly, really, and 
indeed the ſame with the ſattsfaFtion of Chriſt, but thus ſatiſ= 
fattion it ſelfe. 

So that what Mr. #. ſaid is a truth, that which God ac- 
counteth for righteouſneſſe is ſo indeed and maketh the perſon 
righteous indeed. : 

So is faith (notin a proper ſenſe) in a figurative ſenſe 
apprehending the righteoufnefeot Chrilt,righteouſhefſe 
indeed, and your inference, p, 28. but a formerly deſtroy- 
ed Remonſtrant device. 

When you comprehend not why Mr. W. ſhould call the 
#00 of Chriſt evangelical righteouſneſſe k oppoſed to 
legall, and yet define a legall righteonſmeſſe to be every mans 
- fulfilling the Law in his owne perſon. 

I take it nodifficult thing;take it as performed by him- 
ſelfe, it was his performance and legall ; take him to be 
our ſurety, and conlider him ſo performing the ſame, 
and ie graciouſly given unto us by God inthe Gofpel, ic is 
Evangelicall and rightly fo called : Chriſt and all his be- 
nefits are Evangelicall , ſuch is his everlalting righteou(- 
nefſe, Dan.g. (g) Neither are there places wanting amongſt 
the Prophets of juſtifying rightecuſneſſe, as, 

You fay legal righteonſenes of workes cannot be inherent,be- 
cauſe they are matters tranſient, 

I. Though the works paſfe,the habit whence which al- 
fo is (trengthened by the worke, is inherent, 

2, Asinfull a&ts paſling, leave a (taine and skarre as 
well as gailc on the ſoule, why may notafts of righteoul- 
nefſea contrary haltre ? 

3. The aGts of righteouſnelſe of Chritt paſſe not ſimply, 
they remaine with God to whom they were offered ro the 
ends and utes for which they were pertormed as in the cf- 
tes thereof. 

4. Habits and a&ts in the Ap»ſt/es diſputes are infol- 
ded, neither doth hediſpute againſt tranſient aRts alone, 
but 
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(g) Nec defunt 
apud Prorhe- 
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te in Chriſt 
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Luther ad Gal. 
FP I 60.3. 


Mr.G. 


but inhering habits, the habic is aus primms, nei ther is it 
the love of God,or faith in Chriſt that ateth not on kim, 
conjoyning the ſouleand the objeR thereby. 

Youdemand why be ſhould ſay, that to be inherent in eve= 
ry man which wa never in any butt _ 

That may havea faire acc ount. Legall righteouſneſſe 
was inherent in Adam,as wellas in _ God made man 
Juſt, what Adam had,the whole nature had in him, and ſo 
it was in every man. Thereis alſo a proportion to the 
Law in every Chriſtian, the Law of God is in his heart, 
though it be imperfe& and givenby the Goſpel. 

Ton know not why he ſbould affirme Evangelicall righteouſ- 
neſſe to be a ſatisfaltion perfirmed to the Law. Why not? 
Tou grant it of the ative obedience of Chriſt, but how the paſe 
ſeve + BA of Chriſt which Mr. W. intendeth ſhould be a ſa- 
tfaftion te the Law you apprebend not. You lay the Law was 
ſatisfied in that perfebt and intire obedience whichChriſt exhi- 
bited to it, and did not require of bim (no more then is doth of 
any other man that ſhall fulfill it as be did) that be ſhould be 
made a curſe and die the deaths 

1. Ianſwer, both make up full fatisfation in our be- 
halfe, the Law faid, Doe this and live,and, Accurſed is every 
man that abideth not in all the Commandements of the Lord to 
doethem : both are our debt : our ſirety muſt doe both in 
theſe names. God required doing, he muſt forlfill all righ- 
zeouſneſſe ; as God threatned death,Chriſt muſt ſuffer theſe 

things; he was accurſed for us, be died for us, 

2. The Law requireth full ſatisfation of the ſarety as 
well as the principall, and puniſheth the ſacrety as well as 
the principall. 

But he ſetteth himſelfe againſt the wrath of the Law, and 
taketh it away, and ſatisfiety the Law in his owne body by bim- 
ſelfe, I ſatisfie the Law for thee. 

But the Law doth not require that an inno:ent perſon ſhould 
die, but the tranſgreſſour, {0 you; he ſhould not, conſidering 
the innocent perſon: per ſe, in hiniſelfe, & que, as a fure- 
ty, itis not ſo: ſo conſidered he was and might be num- 
bred with tranſgreſſours. He was made ſinne for ws, the ini» 
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HOTES. con ts © 


Partt. The Doftrine of Fuſtification cleared. 


xities of 14 all were laigon bim. They, finnes were on 
fs account, on him, be bore oxr ſinnes, hence guilt, hence 
puniſhment; Satifattory it wa (you ſay) but not tothe Law, 
it knowes no ſatiefattim, but to God, becauſe bee requi- 
red it. 

Anſw. Whoſe Law wasit, but Gods? you fay God re- 
quired it, Was it not intheLaw? fatisfie Godrequiring, 
and ſarisfie the Law : in it he requireth death on the rrant- 
preſſion thereof. 

Now that our Surety was by imputation a tranſgre(- 
four, hearken'to Divines. Although finne be taken for Sacri- 
fice inthe Hebrewes ſpeechulas, yet the reaſon of the oppoſition re- 
quireth rather that Chriſt ceo be. ſaid to be made ſinne for 
us, that 14 a ſinner, not in bimſelfe,but by'the guilt of all our ſins 
impmied to him— where he citeth that of Auguſtine, 

He wa ſinne, and we righteouſneſſe, nut our owne , but of 
Gad, not in our ſelve:, but in bim, as be is made ſinne, not bis 
one, but ours, nor in bimſelfe, but in us,— We therefore are 
ſo the righteouſneſſe of God in him, as he was ſinne in us, far= 
ſooth by imputation, 

Chriſt 1s innocent concerning bis oxne perſon, and therefore be 
ought not to have beene banged upon a tree, But becanſe according 
to the Law of Moſes every T biefe and Malefaftor ought to be 
hanged, therefore Chriſt alſo according to the Law ought to be 
banged, for be ſuſtained the perſon of a ſinner, and of a thiefe, 
not of one, but of all ſinners and theeves, == T herefore it behoved 
that be ſbould become a tranſgreſſmer, and as Jeſ. the Prophet 
ſaith, to be reckoned and actounted amongſt tranſgreſſoters and 
treſpaſſers. And this no doubt all the Prophets did foreſee in 
ſpirit, that Chriſt ſhould become tbe greateſt tranſgreſſour, mur- 
therer, adulterer, blaſphemer, that ever was, or could be in all the 
world. For be being made a Sicrifice for the ſinnes of the 
whole world, is not now an innocent perſon and without ſinnes, 
3s not now the Sonne of God borne of the Virgin Mary , but a 
finner which hath and carrieth the ſinne of Paul , pho was 4 
blaſphemer, anoppreſſorer, and a perſecmtor : of Peter which de- 
wied Chriſt: of David wbichwas an adulterer, a murtherer, and 
eauſcd the Gentiles to blaſpheme the name of the Lord. And 
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briefely wbl bath and beattth all iht ſinhes of all men th ha, 

dy that Be milo inake ſatisfattion for them with bls oivine 
blodtl.,oe Ht eril) 3s bnntocent, becauſe be #4 the wiſpotted 4nd 
undefiled Limbe of God : bic becauſe he beareth the ſinnes of the 
_ bis innocency is burtbened with the ſinnes and guilt of 
the whole world. | 

Whafoever fines T and thin aid ive all bave done or Jball be 
hereafter, they are Chrift; owne ſinnes & verily # if be bimiſelfe 
had done them. But what is vs —_ The Syphiſters an- 
fer to be phenifbed, Urry well, bit wherefore i Chrift puniſhed? 
7 it not op e be Ls and __ ſinne Ynnn— Yo Tw 
ther. I paſſe others for thepreſEfit. 

Laffly,yot call bim @ Deaalian Divine, and Yay he makes 
no elever worke when he jumbles together the altive and paſſive 
obedience of Chriſt ana fubjeteth then to the ſame conſideration 
n g to their Perforknanice to the Law. 

nſw. Call him azyou pleaſe, he hath not exceeded 
his mediocrity,here you proveit not. Ifinde no jumbling, 
Whatif hehad pitthem together ? they agree, and are 
his obedience. What was histaking our nature, what he 
did and ſuffered p his making hinfelfe of 0 reputatimm, bus 
faking onbimithe forme of 'a ſervant, bys being made vinder the 
2. bit his obedience, which laſted ever untill death ? arid 
what bat anfiver to Gods will and commandement 
on him as our 'Sxcety, what the Law ſpake co our Swrety? 

Lefſe then the whole will not ſatisfie Gods juſtice, will 
riot jultffle, procure our freedome from (inne,and eternall 
life. 1 will try that with you when you pleaſe. So that 
yet he hath quicted himſelfe. 

$6. 10, Butbefore you leave him you play the Crier, 
Tf any man or woman longs for contradictions, or other 'ab(ar- 
dities of the blond, T can. yet releeve them out of this tral? of 
Hr. W. 

Surely that office doth notbecomie you, you wanted an 
office when you tooke up that, the Ware you vent is'no 
commodity , it is not appetible, adverſaries onely deſite 
them intfach as the op ole for their owne advantage. O 
how corruption ola 2 it ſelfe with them! What a pre- 

tLIOUS 
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nion! Let ns EXSUIE ks e JOoer; 

P, 6, He affirmetb, and that truly (45 you conceive P. 
be the fr hho grace and + of "—_— Toi ” 
agree with you both. ' Where the coutradifion or ab- 4,(;,. 
ſucdicy ? you ſay, yes 2a bis definition of fanh be | 
poſeth the ſmhjet? or perſon Fr whom it #4 pronght to be rege- 
nerate,which doubtleſſe is as much 95 to he ore. 

Sir, are not faith and all graces yrroug ht together, and Anſw 
at once? are they not Fu Ap ? is the ubj:& rhen a be- 
leeyer,and not regenerate,and nat renued?Ts not faith that 
which is born of God the ſubjeR in that name regenerate 
and renucd? What is regeneration or rengyar on bur 
workes of God by hisſpirit.inabling to beleeve, Kc. and 
is it not neceſſary thatin order of nature inabling ob 
leeve be before faich?This wyl never ſaye a an or iaeng, 
longing, nor tickle the Readcrunleſſe he he bo 
you on ag termes of Pytbagors his (chollers, TIoſe ; $a 

e faid it. Letus try anther, 

Againe, p. 9. be of that God doth 'account and judge | 
of all perſons and thi # they es pe et P. 11. grant= Me. a 
eth that God xccormted *4 by enemy, wh o7 4 8 49 0. 

Mr. W. faid nat thatGod nol '5 his enemy, but Anſiw, 

Hb, h: and then.it is (© in anjmproper 

that diſtin& to the other which was.firſt na- 

med, {6 that this is no c tradicgjon : had he faid the 

word is fo taken, wniverſa ly, alw, bl, Chick yon wp: 

traly charge him with before) it ſomewhat to 

porpoE: , now jt is neither con nay on nor abſurdity. 

IW. profeſſedly.lajeth downe divers ſenſes of the word, 

and that.with a ſqnetimes— as.1n ES, tenth 
ntra 


page.Why,did yo! poems; more cq ions as ma- 
| Ms as he did pycdil word ? 


#16 rid Graphs wt As 


vertye ae A's p22.be TOE fabfr ri o g 


tear 


Mr. G, 


The Dottrine of Fuſtification cleared, Part 4 


eAnſr. 


4 


P.31, 


Mr. G, 
Anſw. 


Mr. 6, 
Anſw. 


reouſneſſe is meant Gods ſetting of Chriſts rizhteonſaeſſe on the 
ſeore, and putting it on the account of every beleever. 

Faith queltionlefſe is a ſupernatural! gift, but that it is 
imputed in a proper ſenſe, he ſaith it nor, he blameth you 
for the ſame, be (til! in a relative ſenſe, as it apprekendedd 
and applieth the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt. 

This righteouſneſſe imputed is neither any worke or 
workes, grace orvertue inherent in us. 

By imputation of Chriſts righteouſneſſe is meant Gods 
ſetting it onthe ſcore of, or putting it on the account of 
a belecver, he ſetteth it on his account, or really and tru- 
ly giveth the ſame unto him. Here is nota contradi&ion 
to ſave a mans longing. It is well for him, not for your 
credit who beate upthe Drum in Print and cry, If any 
manor woman, who may ſay, Parturiunt montes : let the 
Reader lookefor itsg Enliſh in your ſelfe, 

Defining faith which the Apoſtle ſaith i imputed , be de- 
fines it a ſtrong faith, or faith in the higheſt degree, ſo that 
a weake faith is not capable of Pauls imputation for righte= 
oxſneſſe. | 

Fo true he ſaith, this faith of Abraham was not wea 
but a ftrong faith and beliefe without ſtaggering, in that 
place, Doth he ſay the faith that is imputed mult be 
ſtrong or not imputed ? Where faith he, that a true 
faith,if not (trong and a weake faithed Chriſtian muſt to 
Hell? No, it is another queſtion. Mr. F. holdeth faith 
jaſtifying as a hand receiving, ſoit receiveth the treaſurebe 
it never fo weakly it inricherh, ſo it receiveth Chriſt and 
his righteouſnefle it juftifieth ſtrong, and weake belongs 
to the moreand lefle, not to the nature of faith ſimply, 

This alſo troubleth you,that the ſpirieef God in work- 

ing faith confirmes the beart with confidence and firme perſya- 
fron. Pat why arc you troubled ? 18 not the heart by na- 
ture weake, and doe =_ the PE of ſuchun one ſhew 
it? Ezek.16, Doenot all graces trengthen,and ſhall faith 

the chiefeſt, not cohfiime? s 

Doth it trouble you that he ſaith, the ſpirit of God 
working faith confirmes the beart with confidence ? it neederh 
not, 


Fn 
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not, for whether confidence be of the nature of that mixe 
habit faith (as I thinke) or the effe& of faith, ic'mult 
needs confirmethe heart. It needeth not that hecallech 
ita perſwaſton, it wasTorruly called before you were born, 
andif itdid not per{wade; how doth the ſoule aſſent? 

And as for firmnefle, it being a part of the inward and 
hidden man which is incorruptible, a part of the everlaſting 
K ingdome of Chriſt,it muſt be acknowledged firme intuſed 
habits are ſo,all: they have more or lefſe firmnefle in them. 

Laſtly, whereas Mr, W. ſaith that God ſets Chriſts 
righteouſneſſe on the ſcore, and puts it on the account of 
every beleever; you would know whetber bis meaning be 
that God acconnteth every beleever ts have done and ſuffered the 
4 which Chriſt did and ſuffered, or other tolerable conſtru« 

jon. 

Ianſwer, his putting to account is ſuch a valid dona« 
tion of the ſameto a beleever, that he by faith in Chriſt 
is as if himſelfe had ſatisfied. We by him died, we by 
him fulfilled the Law. He for theme paid the ranſome by bis 
death, be for them fulfilled the Laro in bis life : ſo that now in 
him and by him every true Chriſti: man may be called a ful- 
filler of the Law. T bus the Church of England in ber Homily. 

To your ifs, | 


If God puts the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt it. ſelfe upon a. be= Mr. G;, 


leevers ſcore, be puts the merit of Chrifts righteouſueſſe up» 
on by ſcore alſo, for theſe are inſeparable : If be puts the me=. 
ri of Chriſts righteouſneſſe upon bis ſcore, be muſt put all the 
fruits and effetts of bis merit alſo , for theſe likewiſe are in« 
ſeparable as the other, and ſs God ſbal! bawe accounted every 
beleever to have redeemed, juſtified, and ſaved the world. 

I anſwer, God putteth the righteouſneſſe of _ on. 
the ſcore of a beleever and the merit alſo, and ſo the ef- 
fefts of his merit are communicated. So that hereby man: 
is jult, hath what to anſwer God requiring doing to life 
and threatning death for ſinnes, Chriſt his righteouſne 
and merits, and hence is he juſtified, ſaved; &c. And yet- 
it followeth not that God ſhould account every belcever 
- aSaaiour of the world, Your conſequence is an abſurd 
G 3 Popiſþ 
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S: vere impura + 
rem nob4i3 ju 
ſticia Cairilts, 
prot:to non 
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ipſe Chriſtus, 
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demprores & 
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ſarda dicimus, 
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Rurſus Hferi 
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E juſdem cauſz 
omnia efteQa 
in unum indi- 
viduum con- 
fandere- 

Quis neget ſo- 
lis calorem ap. 
plicatum arbo- 


Popifþ one, reaſons arc given by our ſearyed Proteſtants an- 
ſwering Beflarmine, whoſe it is againit imputed righteauſ- 
neſſe, If che righccoulnelſc of Chritt (faith Bellarmine) 
ſhould be truly imputed unto ws, truly we aurht to be ac:gynted 
and thwght no bſerigho then Chriſt bingſsfe, and therefore 
Redeemers and $ aviourg of the world,which xs abſurd, Cham. 
anſwering him, denieth the conſequence in theſe words. 
We(Protftants) ſay it to be an able thing, anddenieth ws 
eqns ly juſt, for 4 much or he þuth it inherently, a i, from 
himſelfe, and is per ie juitus, juſt of bine(e/fe, when as we in- 


Yerently are unjuſt, and have our righteowſnefſe onely by favour, 


that is elſewhere and 3n anvtber: and addeth. Againe, it cannot 
be that be that is juſt by imputation ſbould be @ Redeerer of 
the world, and $ ruiaur, but onely redeemed and ſaved. 
Elſewhere he anſwereth this to be, to poxre all the effelfs 
of the ſame cauſe into one indivieas'ltbing. Who would deny 
tbe be.2te of the .$unne applied to trees to be the cauſe of all frujcs 
brought forth? Tet none.is ſo wadde & to give nwto the Tegre- 
tree the bringing forth of all fratits, becanſe be ſeeth the heate 
of the Sunne applied.t0.the Peare-tree. The reaſon followeth, 
T he reaſon is beate and application of beat have a far difference, 
Heate is conſidered in the Sunne it ſelfe, from whence it 
paſſeth to all the trees ;, but the application thereof 3s given 
to 4ll the tre: ſo that it is not the ſume common att to 
all, intleed it is one att when as the heate of the Synne is ap- 


plied to'a Peare-tree,another when to. an Apple-tree, and when to 


a \Nut-tree, and ſo for the reſt. This'he applieth. There is 
the ſame reaſonof the righteenſueſſe of Chriſt mhich is common 
#0 all that ſhall be (aved 10 eternall life, for as much as there 
i4 no other name under Heaven in whom we ought to attaine ſal- 


ribus, cfſe cauſamgeneratorum fruftuum omnium, neque tamen quiſquam adeo inſanir,ur 
Piro applicaret generatianem omnium frufuumggquiaPiro vidit applicarum ſolis calorem, 
Cauſz eſt, quia longe differnt, calor & zpplicauo coloris, Calor confideratur in ipſo 
ſolc unde manar in omnesatbores,fed.applicatio atrenditar omnibus arboribus,ut non fit 
omnibus idem aftus communis, revera alias aftus eſt cum calor applicatur Piro,& alius 
cum Pomo & cunrnucificdeinceps, tEadem- ratio juſtitiz Chriſti, quz. communis ett 
omnibus ſervandis wv vieamericemans idemnulſum et alind npmen ſub cz1q in 


quo nos oporter ſalurem.alſequi, {ed tua fuir Pauls juſdirig impuratio, ſua Petro, Fobaun 
Jacobo. AbſurdiſÞmaergo conſequentia,mputari Paulo.redemptionem Petri, lohannis, 


1) 


zacobi,$ alioram. 4d.c.z 1 p. 3.11 an anſwer to an objef}jon of Salmeron, 


Uvetion, 
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vation, Bat Paul bad bis impntation of righteouſneſſe, Peer 
bir, and ſo Tohii and Jatnes. It is therefſure a moſt abſurd 
conſe-pence, that the redemption of Peter, John , James, and 
the veſt; ſhrild be impated un» Paul, NDottor Ames anſwe- 
ring the ſame objeRtion, laieth downe the Proteſtants te- 


nent, 
r. Chriſts righteonſneſſe to be ſ@ 1. Cviſti juſtiriam, nay pobl impurari ut - 
- , «cus virrnre, nos rin nuiiti cenpeamaur coram 
ou ry wha Og 2 "Deo, ac k noſwer iphia nobis haberemus quo 
ow CIFIC 8 tof ſhonla ac- juſti coram ipſo cenſcamur, 
counted ſo Joſt before God, aY -Þ Juſtiriam Chriſti impurari fingulis fdelibus 
we our ſelves had that by which ſecundum corum particalarem necellirarem, non; 
we are accounted righteous before ſecundum univerſaiem quem haber valorem, hear 
he Land gemma maximi pretii, guz datur pro variis Cap- 
Es tivis red mendis, applica'ur finguſis non ſecun. 
2. The righteonſneſſe of Chriſt dum univerſam zſtimarionem, ſed ſecundum cu - 
#0 be accounted to particul tr he- mſque caprivi necetiratem : ablurde igirur fit 
leevers according to their particu- <ndo Joftei gs nga _ 
, . Jufticia Chritti non imputarur robi 
lar neceſſity, woe accor ding to all ell of = ur ſubjeRis OE i/Time igitur 
the worth of tt, 45 4 Preciom ſtore infert Beſlarmings nos pole dic redemptores aur 
of preat price, which is given for ſalvatores,quia ſumus redempri & ſalvat Ame. 
the redeeming of dive*s Captiver, 8ell-merv, to.4.p.139. 
1 applied to particulars, not according to the univerſall worthy Ridicula illatio- 
but according to the neceſſity of every Captive : mention therefore nam redempror, 
of the world is abſurdlymade in / nears application. & falvaror ct 


3- Tberighteou'neſſe of Chriſt i not imputted unto us a cau-= pr \ vor 


ſes, but onely as Subjetts thereof. Bellarmine therefore moſt 1m» onem & (alu- 
fitly inferrethus to be capable of the name of Redeemers or Sa- tem alterius 0- 


vionrs, becauſe we be redeemed md [awd, perafibi impu” 
tata : ſed qui 


Our late Learned Biſhop of Sa'ybury anſwereth the ſame ,.aife ater 
argument, andto that part ſaith, 1: s aYidiewlows inference, redemptionem 
for be 1s a Redeemer and a $ xuiour, n0t who-receiveth redem- & ſalutem ſua, 


ion and ſalvation, anothers rorke imputed unto bim « but who 2P<3 <fficacl. 
- ſe T ies : Abimputarione 


performeth redemption and ſ.lvation by his one effetuall worke. ;gicur hwajus ju- 
fitiz redempti & falvati rcfte affirmamur;ſed redemptores.4 nemine qui mentis comp0os 
eſt appellamur, Poſtremo, & iflut{ perpendendum,Chriſti juditiam non impucari huic aur. 
ſti credenti, ſecundum toram latitadinem &fficaciz luz, ſet] prour unaſquiſque ilſa opus 
nyzver. Non igirur Per70 imputaru; ur generale /pretivm redemprionis pro umnibus,ſed 
ur pretium qua illus anima in particular redimarur, cajaſque merito iſle in particular ad; 
vicam gloriz evchainr, Ex taliaurem impuatione hujus juſtice nequecolligi pote} nos 
e.que naſtos eſſe ac Chritwm,ncque omnin9 redemprerces dicendos, Dr, Dav.de juſtif hab, 
£,24.adarg.ſextump 331, Therefo;g L 
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Sj veritatem 
juſtitiz nobis 


* Therefore we are rightly affirmed red-emed, and ſxved, from the 


imputation of this r ighteouſneſſe, but we are called Redeemer by 
none that are in their right wits. Laſt of all, that alſo 3s to be 
eonſidered,Chriſts righteouſneſſe cannot be imputed to this or that 
belever according to the whole latitnde of its efficacie, but as eve= 
ry one hath need of it, It 4 not therefore imputed to Peter as 
the generall price of redemption for all, but as the price by which 
a ſoule in particular is redeemed, and by whoſe merit he in par- 
ticular is exalted to eternall life, But from ſuch an imputation 
of this righteouſneſſe, it can neither be gathered that we are e- 
qually a juſt « Chriſt, nor at all to be called Redeemer, 

If we looke on the truth of the righteouſneſſe which is imputed 
to 144, we are accounted no lefſe juſt before Ged then Chriſt, and 


imputatz ſpe- yet we are not Redeemcers. See the place. 


tes non minus 
juiti cenſemur 
coram Deo ac 
Chriſtus, nec 
tamen redem- 


prores. 
Luc.Trel.p.94- 


Thus what you oppole ro imputed righteouſneſſe as 
abſurdity is oppoſed by Papiſts and the inference ſhewed 
to be moſt abſurd by the learned Prozeſtants againſt them, 
to their Barre you ſtand and muſt make an anſwer. In a 
word, though every member hath communion with the 
head Chrilt, and PR for, and according to his 
need, as a member of a naturall body from the naturall 
head, yet hath he not Chriſt merits to giveto others, 
more then a member in the body, ſuppoſe the finger, hath 
life from the head and heart, to give to the feete and toes: 
and this you may take as Maſter Walkers owne anſ\wer., 

Set. 11. Come we now to the confirmation of the ex- 

ofitio"n Mr. W, gave, negle&ing what you faſten on him 

fore ſufficiently cleared ; and many vaine lines toge- 

ther, p. 32, 33, 34, 35» 36, 37, 38. for, debent neg'igi,they 
ought to be negleRted. 

Mr. Walker judging the Apoltle the belt interpreter of 
himſelfe,argueth for a tropicall ſenſe, from Rom. 2,26.«, 
where the word xo42/orm, to be accounted or imputed,is 
firſt uſed. If the Uncircumciſion keepe the righteouſneſſe of the 
Law, ſhall nut bis V ncircumciſion be accounted for Cirumeiſton? 
from whence he gathereth that as by a double trope (at 
large explicated) Uncircumciſion taking in with it and 
comprehending the righteouſneſſe of the Lay ſhall be ac» 


counted 
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T mpanary accepted for the ſtate of a» holy and righteous ; 
an,one circumciſed in heart, though: he be uncircumci- 

and in a Gentile outward eſtaze, 

So by Abrabams beleeving by a Metalepfir or double 
trope the Apoſtle doth underitand Abrahams ſtanding in 
the itate gf a true belcever united by one ſpirit to Ged in 
Chriſt, and having communion of his fatisfation and 
rightcouſneſſe, faith comprehending the perfe& righte- 
ouſnclſeand full farisfaftion of Chriſt to be accounted to 
him given to him for righteouſneſſe, or that which makes 
him righteous. 

To this. (Paſſing what you ſay this Scripture would doe 
if managed to throw downe bis interpretation, and the ſlight 
lemme of all grazted, being but a cipyer in your 4ccount, appa- 
rantly ſuch (as you ſay) becauſe youdoe but fay both.) 

1. By way of anſwer you demand,What if be could prove 
that here were trope upon trepe, and mountaines of metonymies? Mr. G. 
Doth this prove a neceſſity either of the ſame kinde of tropez 
or figures in other Scriptures, which yet is the ſtrength of the 


ar ? 
we Mr. rf. intent.is not to prove a neceſſity by 
this ar tbut that the Apoſtle (the beſt expounder of 
himſelfe) rhus uſeth the phraſe in another place in the 
ſame Epiſtle asis here interpreted,that it is not therefore ſo 
ſtrange, barſh, and uncouth an expreſſion, and figure of 
and not to be found in all bis writings befades, as you 
the figurative interpretation to be, See Mr.W,book p.352. 
T ropicall ſpeeches are uſuall,and that is a manifeſt place ſu- 
ting with this. | 
Rnd this may ſuffice for this argument, youranſwer un- 
- it, ——_ 4 Lg ag but —p_—— _ 
ma without you adyantage or the 
— Mrc.IF. — is nothing unſound buc 
might well be maintained _ your many words. 
SeZ. 12, Mr. Walkers fir argument is taken from the 
fourth verſe, and is framed by you thus. T bat thing which is 
counted for righteonſneſſe bringeth with it a reward to the be- 
lever, not of debt , but grace, viz. eernall lifes But it #s the 
; x: "* ſatiſ< 


- Pd 


Mr. E. 
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Mr. G, 


" farirfalim and. righteonſueſſe of Chriſ, not feith in" « propet 


"ſenſe, that bringeth this reward, eternall life with it , therefore 

it is the righteouſneſſe and ſatisfation, and not faith that is im- 
puted for righteonſneſſe. 
© Tothe I ab otition you anſwer by diſtintion, A thing 
may be ſaid to bring with it a reward either of voluntary and 
Free covenant or compatt, or by way of merit and juſt retribu- 
tion, In the former ſenſe the propoſition is gramed for truth, 
becanſe faith brings with it areward in this ſenſe, a& well at 
the ſatisfattion of Chriſt doth in the other. 

If be meaneth by way of merit, the propoſition z falſe, ſo that 
which is imputed doth not neceſſarily bring withit a reward ou 
ſuch termes, or in ſuch a way. God in a gracious and free co- 
zenant hath promiſed the ſame (if uot greater) reward to thoſe 
that ſball enryrtiy Pace Chrift, which be hath promiſed to 
thoſe that ſpall keepe tbe whole Law. 

Anfre. For anſwer. Firk, for your diſtin&ion of free 
covenant, and merit in this our bulinefſe, I (uppoſe things 
in itare divided and fet in oppofition which God hath 
joyned together. For the merit of Chriltis the confirmas 
tion of the free' covenant. God is ſo,by Feſw Chriſt the 
juſt, and the covenant is in his blond, heand his righte- 
oufnefle are the promiſe of God. W hat is offered and ten« 
dered in all ordinances for eternall life to faith, or recei- 
ving of him,as As 10.43, by beleeving and receiving hin 
Re is matle:the Eqrd my Hehtreonſaeſſe, tighteouſneſſe ro. mie, 
to which the Lord perforimeth lite.” The Apoſtle fheweth 
them 1tubordinate, when as he faith we are juſtified freely by | 
grace through the redemption? which in Jeſus Chrift ,yhom God 
hath ſet forth RE in his bloug,Rom.4.24. 
Your diftin&ion is true of humfine merits, tiot the merits 
of Chriſt, the Surety of the covenant. | | 

2, I affert, Mr. alker intendeth fuch a gracious way of 
merit,and fo deth rhe Apoſtle diſputing againſt our works, 
thisdorh in.this way infallibly bring with.it the reward, 
eternall life, which faith in a proper fenſe,not taking in 
rhe righteonſnefle and merit of Chriſt, doth not, cannot 
morethen mans workes, 

| 3. There 


- 


—— 
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3. There is nothing elſe can.doe ie faith Mr. F, It isa . 


racions way fatisfying juſtice, the Apoſtle faith, the ſpirit 
Sift, that is the ſouls Fiverh pad pau of Mes 
neſſe, the righteouſneſſe, of Chrilt imputed, Rom. 8.10, 
there by righteouſnce the ApolHle meaneth this ſame im- 
puted nga ſſe which we aſſert againſt Papiſts,” 

4- Hence theaſſumpcion is ſound,for howloever faith 
in a relative ſenſe and Chriſt; righteouſnelſe imputed,(faith 
being bur che bond, the applying initrument,.C brit righ- 
teouſnelſe applied that —_ which jultiberh 2s the meri- 
torions and tormall cauſe) have a fweet and harmonious 
agreement in our juſtification. It is not ſo when as faich 
is caken ina proper ſenſe, though it be faith in- Chrif, 
Whence your lelfe, Arminizs, and Socinws, afſerting the 
imputation of faich,adde, and not Chriſts righteouſneſfſe im- 
puted,and {o pt them in oppolition.in the matter ot ſulti- 
fication. , 

When as youw-lay downe the manner of cither,viz.that 
Ch-ift juſtifierh by way of merit, ſatisfaCtiou, and atone- 
ment making with God for ſinne, Here is a truth, but not 
all, for there mult be imputation of it, reall donationallo 
of Gods part to make us righteous, and faith maſt concur 
not in a proper ſen{e as accepted for the righteouſneſle of 
the Law init (elte (as you ſay) but (as you fay allo) « i 
bringeth us into communion of Chriſts perfett righteouſneſſe, by 
which faith,(as by anhand receiving riches, riches doe: 
make rich the Tecciver) receiving the righteouſnelſe of 

Chriſtthat maketh righteous; faith is as the hand , the 
riphteouſneſſe that which as riches corporall that way,do 
mftke us thus ſpiritually rich, that is,righteous inthe tight 
of God. Faith doth it relatively or by a figure not in a 


proper ſenſe which you ſtand for : thus much-youlay, 


allo, 
5. When as you ſay,the Lord bath promiſed the ſame reward, 
& 4 greater to thoſe that ball beleeve im Teſzs Chriſt, then jhat 
which be hath promiſed to thoſe that keepe his woole Law, di- 
{puting againk the relative ſenſ: for faith in a proper ſenle.. 
hatdoth reſult but the S _— Socinian, and Armini- 
.2 


ay 


Hance * iplam- 
quam nos affe-- 
rimas julticiam 
impuratam. 
Chain. de juſft.. 
£3. Set, 59» 


452 
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Vides baberw "ay tenet, delivered als by Berti, faith 3s accounted for the 


pro omni legis 


jultiria quam 


nos.preſtare 
rencbamar, 
See Sybrand, p. 
9. ad Bert, 


 dnſw. 


whole righteonſneſſe of the Laro which we arg bound to perſorme, 
which alſo they attribute to gratuide acceptation, 

Sett,13.Mr.Wrethird argument is taken from the 6. and 
11. v. That the thing imputed by God is properly righte- 
ouſheſſe, ſuch as being imparted brings forgivenelſe of ini- 
quity and covers ſinnes,aud ſo maketh the belcever bleſſed. 
Now there is no rightcouſnefle to be found amongſt all 
mankinde but Chriſts perfe righteouſneſſe and ſatisfa- 
ibn andthat is a perfe&propitiation for all ſins,therfore 
it is the righteouſneſſe which is imputed for juſtification. 

Ofthis argument you ſay it is built cleane beſides the foun- 
dation it claimcth, and when you prove what you ſay, you 
ſhall have an anſwer. Bat to what you anſwer. 

1. You ſay, That the concluſion Chriſts righteouſneſſe muſt 
needs be that which is impnted for righteonſneſſe in a proper 
ſenſe, 14 diametrally oppoſite unto himſelfe in ſeverall examined 
paſſages, particularly to that which ſaith faith comprehending 
mn it the righteouſzeſſe of Chriſt is imputed for righteouſneſſe to 
bim, which differ greatly. 

1. Though faith and Chrilts righteouſneſſ: differ, and 
are oppoſed diametrally in your ſenſe and acceptation 
they are ſubordinate in-Mr. Walkers, 

2. And when faith isfaid to be imputed taking in the 
therighteouſneſſe of Chrift , Yau know Mr. Walker faith 
faith is impated in an improper ſenſe, and that Chriſts 
righteouſnefle is that which is imputed in a proper ſenſe, 
that js it w*® alone properly imputed maketh us righteous, 

2. Youblame hi underſtanding the Apoſiles phraſe of ingyu- 
ting righteouſnes,v.6,ſuppoſing a proper pre-exiſtent righteouſneſſe 
for the matter of ſnech imputation which is one of bis miſtakes, 

F anſwer, Mr. Walkers anderſtanding had beene blame 
worthy, had he ſuppoſed otherwiſe, for a proper perfett 
righteouſhefle is necelſary to make oneſo righteous. 

Gods people are holy, wnreprovable, unblamable in. Gods 
fehr, perfedtly juſt, cau that be without righteouſn«ſſe? 

Mr. Bradſhaw (beweth, that, the pipe matter * Topife- 

«aff of 


cation #4 juſtiee or innocency not cauſed or produced by 


Fu ſt ifica= 
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ification, but exiſting ſome ' way or other before, for. a perſon: 

bes therefore juſt rxas Fa 1s juſtifiedg but be 1s therefare juſt 

fied becauſe be is juſt. The juſtice of the party Juſtified, bei 

me r of bis juſtification, and nat his Toflifieation the ae 

bu juſtice. 

| Papilt and Proteſtantagree in this, tlie one putting in» 

herent rightcouſneſſe the formall cauſe, which being im» 
rte&,i3 truly rejefted by us,and (0 faith in a proper ſenle, 
he other put the perfe&t righteouſnelle of Jefus Chriſt: 

It is certaine,' ſaith Mr. Wotton, that the forme of Juſtiſi» 
eation conſiſteth in rightconſneſſe, becauſe we are juſtified or con- 
ſtiuted juſt by righteouſneſſe givento w from God , which 
he ſheweth out of Papitts td Proteſtants. 

The Apoſtle faith, by the obedience of Chriſt we ſpall be 
conſtituted righteow. Jt is you and” Arminims thattalke of 
making jult without any juſtice at all. 

That Mr. W.is miſtaken you prove, 

I. Becauſe it is not ſaid F dngudovrny, bn without the ar= 
ticle, Iaguoniows which intimateth be (peaketh not bere of any 
particular or ſpeciall righteonſneſſe fixed in any ſubject as the 
righteonſneſſe of Chriſt 19, | 

Here you grant righteouſneſſe, whether i: be frxed in a 
ſubje& or net, you ſeeme ſo atlealt. 

And when as you tell us of righteouſnrſſe not in a ſub- 
je&, you tell us of an accident without a ſubjeX ; where 
was your Logique } There is no righteouſteſle whether ie 
be generall or particular, but it is in ſome ſubje&t; ſo isthe 
inherent righteouſneſſe, of which Papiſts intheir opinion, 
fo faith in that opinion, and fo the righteouſneſſe of 
Chriſt, 

To your ſecond, Ther the righteonſneſſe of Chriit muſt be 
imputed for the righteonfſneſſt of Chriſt. We anſwered before, 
Ir is but a borrowed jengle, 

Thirdly, you anfiwer, The righteonfueſſe here imputed is 
without workes , which Chrifls #4 not ; workes are the eſſence 
thereof, d OM | | 
To which you know is anſwered; - the workes which 
are excluded are not workes fimply, and namely of Chriſt; 
but our own works, H 3 Againit 


Mr. Bradſh, 
trear, juſtif, c.3. 
Ser4.1o, 


Cum juſtifica- 
rionem hne ja + 
ſticia. conſtiru- 
cre, fit infom- 
nium fine ſom- 
no cogirare 
Gerh. de juſtif, 
P+135, 
Juſtitcationis ' 
tormam juſticia 
conſtare cen 
eſt, quoniam 
juſtificamur h- 
ve juſt; conſti- 
tuimur per ju- 
ftitiam nobis a 
Deo donatam. 
Werton, de 1r©- 
con:1l. par. I., 
6.2.C. 2, p- 344 
I's, 
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Homil, (alv. p, 


1+, 


Þ, 


Againſt this yon. argne, or lay, ſuch a diſtinction as this 
*, is without any futd ation in thi or in atey other Scripture. . 
But not &ruly, for as the Scripture denieth Jultification 
by the workes of the Law, ſo it eſtabliſherb Juſtification by 
the righteouſneſſe and obedience of Chriſt, Rom. 5. 17,'V8,1g, 
byichis is there a pecfet lupply of what was not inus,but 
ſhould have beene to life ; as. the Apoſtle, Roms. 8. 4. and 
Roms. 10, 4. and when as the Apoltle objefteth, Doe we make 
the Law of God wide through faith * He anſwereth, Gud 
forbid, and yea we eſtabliſh the Law. So doth faith apply- 
ing the righ of. Chriit that eſtablitberh the 
Law, 
The Church of England (aw this, you might have lear- 
ned it there. W heres it Lay not in us to doe, (that was impoſ- 
fible before) be provided a ranſome for w., that was the moſt pre- 
cious body and blond of bis owne moſt deare and beſt beloved 
Sonne Feſws Chriſt, who beſides this ranſome fulfilled the Law 
for us perfely : and from the third of the Kom, S, & 10. 
our Church, there muſt be on Chriſts part to' juſt ificat ion, 
Juſtice, that is the ſatisfattion of Gods juſtice, or the price of our 
redemption by:the offering of his body, and ſbedding of bis bloud 
with fulfilling of tbe Law perfely. 
$o the grace of God doth not ſbnt out tbe juſtice of God in our 


 Tuitification, bat enely ſbutteth out the juſtice of man, that is 
J ; 


ro ſay the juſtice of our workes, 4s to be merits deſerving our jus 
ſtification. | 


Whereas all the world was not able of their (elves to pay any 


part towards their ranſome , it pleaſed our heavenly Father of 


bis infinite mercy, without any our deſert or deſerving to pre- 
pare for us the moſt precious jewels of Chrifts body and bloud, 
whereby our ranſome might be fully paid, the Law fulfilled and 
bis juſtice fally ſarfied Sothat Chriſt is now the righteouſe 
neſſe of all them that truly doe beleeve in him, be for them paid 
the ranſome by bis death, be for them fulfiled the Law in bis 
hfe, ſo that now in bim and by bim every trme Chriſtian man 
may be called a fulfiller of the Law, for as much a that which 
eur mfirmity lacked, Chriſts juſtice bath ſupplied. Here is the 
explication ef our article of Jultification, and thus in hs 


— 
———_ vouy 
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A 


enoagh. 
And hence may you _—_ the neceſſity of thediftin- 
Aion; the Lew and jultice of God are hereby ſatisfied, 


which catinot be where workes are ſimply excluded, that 
it is not vaihe andfrivolons,cur juſtification elſe is impol- 


e. 

Sed?. 14. You argue that if the righteonſneſſe God is here 
ſaid to impute, be the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, then the deſerip= 
tionthereof, v.7, & 8. 35 impertinent and improper, being laid 
dove, in impating ſinner, covering ſinnes, not imputing ; 
the' imputing of Chriſts righteouſneſſe in the ſenſe pretended #4 
much more then forgiveneſſe of iniquity or not imputing ſinne. 

For anſwer. You muſt provethat forgiveneſſe of finnes, 
&c, are thedeſcription of that rightcouſnefſe imputed. It 


is but. b 
on of righteouſneſſe is not the ſame with for- 
givenielſe of ſinnes. Itismore, it is the cauſe of remiſſion 
of ſinnes, this ant effe& of righteouſnefſe imputed, This 
righteouſneſſe- impated bringeth forgiveneſs with it,co- 
vers finme, taking the belecver in that reſpe& bleſſed. 
Remiſsion of ſinnes is cauſed by perfeft righteonſneſſe im- 
— 


red. 
Mr.Woron confeſſeth Juſtification an effe& of righteouſ- 
* nelle, and Frftification is indeed the proper and the true effet 
* of righteouſneſſe what way ſorver, that righteonſneſſe is imputed 
k or colmennicated unto 4. | 
} Yea, remiſſim of fines is an effeft of Juſtification. Pard m 
| ir meitber the whole nor any eſſential part of Fuſtification, Lut 
onely a contingent effeft of tt. | 
Finally you ſay, Gets imputing righteou(neſſe (in this place) 
* meant onely his jnſbifSing of men, or (as Mr.W, p.10.) 2 dea- 
ling with men according as if they were righteous. 
- Itis ſo, not in-deed , but in theeffe& thereof: indeed 
impurtation of 'rightzonſheſſe is the canſe, jultification the 
effe& thereof. Mr, V. faith not fo, but that it is Gods ac- 
counting them righteous, and dealing with them accor- 


dingly. 
To 


Art. of Treland;Art. 35. Other Authors are ncedfelſe,theſe | 


See Mr.Gatak, 
ſzpecontraLu- 


cium. p. 9.1... 
1o,t,01,21,45 


demonſtracum 
eſto nec vers 


. \nquam de- 


monttrabiur , 
par. 1. SR. 8, 
n.1 2.45. He 
1 Piſcaror, 
Remxho pCcez 
catorum hr per 
juſticiam impu- 
raram perk. 2, 
$0 Parcus. Ce- 
ftig. Bell. de 
naftif.p 359. 
Eftque juſtif « 
Cato. revera 
prop: jus & ve - 
rus juſtiriz ef= 
fetus, quoqus 
modo ca jutti - 
tia impurari ſt - 
ve communi 
cari nobis in- 
relligarur. p. 34 
M.Bradfp.p.3 4+ 
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See Parcus on _ . To that which followeth I may ſay, that, to br 
on, cred ";;phteouſneſſe is not the deſcription of the at of abſolu- 


:Cauſalicateim- 
puratio Prxce- 
dic rcmiſlio. 
nemg% ncceſſa- 
rio prz-requi- 
ricur, Polan.in 
Daniel-p. 324+ 


Hnde extruit 
Paulw iftad 
theorema, juſti- 
riam noftram 
non efſe viru- 
rem moralkem 
aut habirualem 
juſtiriam, ficur 
cum Phariſeis 
Pontificii vO- 
Ime,ſed impu- 
ratiorem juſti- 
riz Chriſti, Tofſ- 
ad Rom.c.4- 
P.4- 


Ad Rom. 4.3. 
Ad juſticiam. 
Hic cnim finis 
& ſcopus hdei 
ut impurtatione 
juſtitiz Chriiti 
peream appre- 
henh juſtifice- 
mur. 1b, 


tion.: It is an effeft following on that, upon imputation 
of rightcouſnefſe, not imputatien of finne followeth and 
no condemnation, | | 

The ſame may beſaid to what is alicadged our of the 
11. ver, bong pn and righteouſneſſe imputed differ 
asthecauſe and the cfte&. Imputation goeth before remiſſion 
as a cauſe, and 1 neceſſarly pre-required. 

When as you ſay, bei Inftified, camot be without righte- 
ouſneſſe, either it is that which isinherent or imputed not 
inherent, it is again(t the ſcope of the —_— denying Ju- 
ſtification by workes or habits whencethey flow,and ther- 
fare not by faith, which isa part of inherent righteoul- 
neſſe canfidered in a proper ſenſe: therefore it-mnit be by 
the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt; the righteouſneſſe which is 
by faith as the word calleth it. | 

From thence T oſſanws giveth tous as Saint Paxls T he- 
reme. Whence Paul laieth downe that T heoreme. Onur _— 
neſſe not to be morall vertxe or habitual juſtice, as with the Pha- 
riſes the Pontificians would have it; but the impwtation of the 
righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, 

To that you beleeve, thu if the beſt interpreters be conſul- 
ted, not one will be faund to contradift this interpretation of the 


aſe imputing to righteouſneſſe in this place,or by righteonſneſſe 
apy Fe ri - Va e of Crip wuſſ 
I hope your infidelity 18 not invincible , many things 
arein Interpreters which you doe not looke after. 
Though Gods imputing rightcouſhelle juſtifieth; yet 
theſe differ as cauſe and fe as hath beene ſhewed. And 
When you ſay they underſtand not the righteouſneſſe 
of Chriſt. It is apparently againſt all Proteſtant writers, 
who teach the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt tobe that which is 
imputed, and not faith in a proper ſenſe, as allo from this 
that they denying the proper ſenſe,are for the relativeand: 
improper ſenſe. 
Beza to thoſe words,#o righteouſneſſe.For this is the end and 
ſeope of faith, that ve ſhould le juſtified by the imputation of 
the 


1 4 
ſo called) for 'God is properly ſaid to og; inceſligire juſtici 
Jagane righvecainſs. by: filed ar the pits pheeefie Boy 
Apoſtle by and by b, verſ, 63% &< 3-20. 
11. But what is underſtood by the word righteouſneſſe, we have 
aro before, againſt the Sophiſters, above, cap. 1.v. 17. 
3-20. 


When Bel armine (aid, owr Adver- Nullam in $cripruris aut Patribus focum 
ſarics (Proteſtants) could never bither- Mafcnus invenire poruerune adverſarii, ubi 
to finde a place in the Scriptures or Fan , —— Londen e T__ 
ebers, where it is read that Chriſt: righ- taramnobis Chritt obectracian, ©'g hoc 
__ 4 $paray tow for righteouſ= falſum eſt. 
neſſe, or that we be j the imputed obedience of Chriſt ,there- 
fore this us falſe. Ea ; = ten lOrp 

The Antecedent 5s alſe, for it is ex- Anrecedens cft falfſum, legirur enim ex 
preſſely read,T o bim that beleeveth his PiefeCredenci fides ſua impurarur; Ermor, 
faithis imputedzend by and by, Bleſſed yerivas. Hee Apofolo eff equipolients 
# be to whom God imputeth righteouſ= tam ct eyidens i _ nay = 
weſſe (nap gh T bat theſe are e- -- ay pres ſanc,adem impenen ad ju- 

wipollent to the A : ; iam, & julticiam impurari abſque operi- 
oo cannot be ns —_— gone haberur juſtia qua 
. juſlihcamur nobis a Deo impura- 
are equivalent, faith to be impmted to ti, feuefie juſticiamnobis impuraram.Cujus 
righteowſneſſe, and righteonſneſſe to be vero eſt hzc juſtiria,id exponit idemApoſto- 
ora moe 8 tem ne 9 i et 
fore evidently found, righteonſneſſe + $9? =" yew, 4; oY 
which we beleevers are erg P [os he's. Jul "op ne _—_ no_ 
imprted unto us from God, or to be camur eſt juſtiria ſeu 0bediemiia Chrilti,Rom. 
imputed riphteonſneſſe, Whoſe this 5- 19. igitur juftitia (cn obcdientia Chriſti, 
righteouſneſſe is, the ſanie Apoſtle ex- 299153 Deo impuratur, Cafttg. Þ. 457» 
poundeth in the following chap. 5.19. Now our Adzerſaric 
(Bellarmine) hath where wehave read it, from then-e thus, ( we 
"1 ) Rightemufneſſe by which: beleevers are - juſtified, 15 inipu- 
ted unto 5 from God; Rom. 4. 5, 6. the righteoufneſſe by rhich 4 
we beleevers are juſtified," is the rightemuſreſſe or obedience of 
Chriſt, Rom. 5. 19. therefore the righteonſneſſe or obedience of 
Chriſt is imputed tous of God. | | 
I The 


" .Dottrin of Fafti ation cleared. - Part x. 
L nes LE ;Neither i 
wg 1 a rodete ont ters Dl man | 
Necreſert quod Apoſtolwnogxe Beyer __ that the le ſaid nat, 
Re es ey ena juin =o 6 hapde reobeas Beg impmterh the 
nr Freya 
7 - 
Suifiviz=4imo Chi ay” any + 53" fir cmpaned righteenſi iſ Pg h 
tur, Rom, $. 18, 19. Far Caſtig; 19. p- as phe righteoufreſſ of Chri ; be 
you iſt acquired i 8 obedienct I, it 15 e ly calle 
eek of Tryon $.18,1 > The fine Payer 
_ —a y raſtiria imputata Chrilti juſtitia dicitur, impmted righteouf- 
: neſſe is called Chriſts GR os: #7 rattan 
. y k 
[ions petit ey yer Chriſt in Paul , that we are made juſt and 
Gd fungus redemprionem obedi- juflifi by Chrif, by Chriſt death, 
- morrem, ſanguincm, redemprionem oO > Juſtified by d zs ” rays | wat; 
entiam & juſtitiam, & illam juſtitiam —_ bloud, redemption , 0 tence , and 
tari nobis a_ Deo 'abſque operibus. Beilar, righteouſneſſe, and that righteouſneſſe 
oy #5 ak lanetitne deſcribir, non to be imputed to us of God without 
ſola remiſtione peccaroramyſed eriamJuſtic in workes. r nn ak 
Chriſti mputatione, ut apparet EX C. 4, To the ſame purpoſe,ſee Sybran. 
Rom.v.6. C 7. Gerhard, de juiti. Se. 63, Vorſt. p. 94. 
I will end this with that learned of of ourChurch, 
Whitaker «a- Door Whitaker, to Durews, laying, our DoErine of im- 
ginſtCamp & urative righteouſneſſe to be againſt the word. 
Dureus. Eo- Thus you ſpeake like a Feſuerte, baut what doth the Scripture 
ped 1.224. more celebrate f ROM. 4-34, $56, a cleare text for it, ſo 
that there being more then one ſuch Interpreters, you may 
beleeve it, Ef 
ith, 'the ri God which 
Rn Pug x cb. nogelinn 
quz gratis im- freely imputed, is not to impu _y ; -harmeragsrly >) 
purarur eſt non they be formally one and the ſame, but in the cA, : 
mputart P3c- as an effe&t followeth that, ſo doth he call remiſſion © 
FR. fines our righteouſnefle, as Mr. . citeth him, p. 348.the 
book is not in mine hands. . 
Se@. 15. Mr. Walkers fourth _—_— us, 
ſummed up by itſelfe, #/ batſcever 3s bere ſai to be impu- 
ted, is , that which ſerves for Tighteonſneſſe py FI Ay 
Chrifts righteo iſneſſe i. that wr; goo or rig wine 
 j»fifcation, Rom, 5. 19.Rom, 8, 4.Rom, 10,4, £0, 


Part t. The: Dodivine of Fofifiraton cleared. 
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it 1s that which under thename of faith ————— 

| You anſwer, This was for ffs ; at papers 

and anſwered. To which 1, it fo,repetition wilt be vaine 

6 Things waking but the righteouſneſſe or|ſatiſ« 
ou adde, ? N . on ſatiſ« 

ſation of Chriſt will ſerve. meriterionfly uo Juſtification, Se 

werall things doe miniſterially, the Worl,the Adiniſter, and ſo 

faith in Ebriſt, e&c, | 

Mr. r.is not about inſtrumentals in this a nt, 
but that, which imputed, juſtifieth, which is (faith he) by 
the Scriptures the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt. 

When as you grant nothing meritorioufly ſexving but the 
rightecouſneſle of Chriſt, though we take it in yet we 
mult have more, itmuſt be alſo a formall cauſe, or all one 
with it, Do&or Davenent may teach youto ſpeak out. 


T ruely in Tuſtification ſuch a fore Revers 'in- juſtificatione, ralis cauſa for- 
mall cauſe is to be put, which with+ walis ponendacit que fimul & meritoria eſ- 


a £ le it ni enim contincat illam dignira« 
all may be the Meritorious cauſe : for ji we de Grmns home — 
zxnleſſe it comaine that worth in it cars reparerur nunquam eric tormalis cau- 
felfe, for which a man may be rightly fa per quam juſtificarus exiſtic in conſ 
accounted juſtified, it will never be Dei, De inflir. babit.el22.p. 312, 


7 va cauſe by which a man ſtand; juſtified in the ſight 
of —_— 
Grant then this meritorious cauſe imputed to juſtifie, 
it atisfieth Mr. Falker,and ſerveth the carne, ele not. 
He confeſſeth and contendeth faith an inſtrument by 
which we have fellowſhip with that righteouſheſſe to ju- 
Rification, faith beingas the hand ng and applying 
the ſame,by which righteouſneſſe it is that we are juttitied, 
and not faith in a proper ſcuſe, it not being the-hand that 
properly maketh rich,but what is received by ittwhich yon 
cannot indare (with the Remonſtrants) though xcommon 
Proteſtant expreſſion iti this controvertie againſt the Ry- 
manift denyingalſo the proper ſenſe of faith. | 
.,. To owjtthat faith'ts nor the righteouſhelſe of Chriſt 
urged, Row: 5, 19. nor tightrduſaeſein which a mancan 


ſtand before God, be made jaſt, ſaid to be boly axed wlepro- 
vable, and nblameble a a$ the 
| 2 mm 


- 


- _—_— 
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,or otherwiſethen taken in a Rela- 

rgument is, 7 bat thy expoſition 5s 
warranted by other places of Scriptare ,' wbich be proveth ons 
of Pfp. 106; a the onely place: ee the place. 

This you bring on the ſtage, and fay i: hath fiuh 2 vi- 
for on the face of it, that a man cannot tell of what ſhape it is, 
onely it is evident from bis oxene words, that bere be * farts, or 
rather conjures p a new concluſion a ſarre differing"fromwbaz 
be Iaboured to conclude, #s the Eaft 11 from the Weſt, 

Good Sir, if (by reaſon of the viſor on the face of it) a man 
cannot tell of 'what ſhape it is, how isthe latter ſo evident? 
may not a man queſtion you for the latter, profeſling the 
former, that a man cannottell of what ſhape it is; or are 
you more? this, and what followeth ſuch a profeſſion 
muſt be accounted roving. 

But wo prove = ob a differing new concluſion? 
he write: (ſay you) that tbe imputing or accornting of a thi 
for As is no more but declaring a man Souls ay + 
righteous, rving bim the teſtimony of righteouſneſſe, 

Thas you chim. I tnde it not ſo in his Prin- 
ted Copy, andeven there his conclufion is what was to 
be concluded, therefore this is to be judged the befi non, 

Belides what he fpeaketh of deelaring is added tor far- 
ther explicationof what God did , whe as he imputed 
righteouſneſſe to Phinear as himſelfe, God wpor this att 
gave bim teſtimony and declared and' judged bim 10 be a righ- 
1e0xs man truly juſtified. But by! this reaſoning ſay you, be 
ſeemeth 10 imply that a man 11 not conſtituted or -or $a 


or truly and really 5 by the impmtation of Chriſt+ rights» 
auſneſſe or ſati Ye + [lf un bins, but ono thee by © th 
clared to be ſuch, &c. 


$4 | - 
There is no ſuch implication. That is neceſſarily ji 
plyed by Gods declaration,forGod cannot give teſtimony 
contrary to what a man IEEE h, = judge 
ment 34 according to teſtimony ; the 
woubleth you. Yao R ded mp 


. 
38: 


Party. The Dodirine of Fuſification cleared, 


38 doth net import imony from God: of his perſonal x5, 
teonſne ſe or Tibified eftare before God, but onely the fer des 
neſſe of the particular atZ. 

Surely that at did ſhew him (as Mr. #7. united to 
Chriſt, and a partaker of righteouſnefle by taith, on which 
God gave him teltimony. 

And I ſuppoſe a rigiteonratimporneth perſunalÞ righ- 
tcouſhefſe inherent, which arc inſeparable from righteous 
by which righteouſneſſe impuced, that which is 
inherent, the as thereof and: perſon are juſtified. From 
this, not inherererightcouſneſſe or as thereo, it is that 
man is Aly juſt and ſo denominated;. And thus Mr. 
Wr. h. to the Confutation of the falſe expoſition 
made by Socinws and other Heretiques his diſiples,&c. 

Here you charge Mr. r. to be an Heretique maker ,w hich 
Mr. #7. may eaſily diſcharge with iton-of the ſame 
words, and reſolve his H sinto Mr, Job 
Goodwineas the maker of an Heretique maker, &c. The 
truth is, if the interpreration be hereticall (as ſome have 
faid before Mr. . as before) not Mr. Fr. but Mr. Fobn 
Goedwine,Sc. have made themſcives ſach-by imbeacing and 
broaching the: ſame with thoſe Heretiques: and though 
Mr. Wotton be dead, his opinion Iiveth ip his-workes and 
ſuch as follow him. His fall is the greater in this by- how 
much the more he is exalted as a Cedar in Lebanon. It is a 
truth of him and-all the Princes of his opinion. Thac 
hath beene diſcufſedalready, and, we have ſeene Mr. #, 

farre from —_—_ the ſame, dereſting it, conſtantly de- 


. nying you his hand; 
And 


for your appeale to the ſtrong ſavorr of Socinia» 
niſme in he beginning of bu Sib argument, you (peak 0 
you neitherthere nor here doe in what that rank» 
nefſe lieth. Therezif you remember, it had ſuch a Viſor 
an thefaceof it ,zbat a man cannot tell what the face of it is, or its 
complexion. 
. neg io emmatenter tienes 
44 expoſition is faithis imputed in a proper ſenſe. But” 
it is cleace for Socinw,he —_ a -4 


The Dedtrineef Fuſlifcarioncleared. Part t. 


faith imputed.Se doth Mr.#atton,you cannot butknow it, 
and itis your Helena, 

But now let us come to Mr. Wr. his arguments, by 
which he proveth the ſame, and improverh the falſe expo- 
ſition; they are 7. You doe not fo muchi as lay them down 
or anſwer formally to any one of them. 

All the anſwer you make is by Queſtions,and they are 
but of ſome things contained in them, ſo that all the reſt 
is left unqueſtioned and unanſwered, I will notdo fo with 
your Queltions, Let us heare,what are they ? 

weſt, t. You would know from wharÞountain Mr, W, 
drankee that draught of Divinity, that faith Rom. 5, 1,2. 
taken ina proper ſenſe, ſhould be a part of our obedience to the 
morall Law ? | 

You adde, intire obedience to the whole Law was required 
of Adam, but not to beleeve in Chriſt, the Law not being of faith, 
Gal.3.12. 

To the firſt I anſwer. That faith which juſtifieth in 
relationtoits obje&, conſidered as a worke or vertue in a 
proper ſenſe,is(as is ſuppoſed by ſuch as are learned).com- 
manded in the morall Law. They ſay: - - 

Where the L, requireth me to bave no other God, and willeth 
me to have him to be mine by faith; he willeth me to beleeve in 
Chriſt, without whom God never offereth himſelfe to be, nor can 
he naine, by whom it is Theleeve in bim, | | 

And wherethe arguement runneth, I ani the Lord thy God, 
there faith in Chriſt is required, to whom be is firſt a God, 
and in whom mine. | 

They take faith in Chriſt to be a ſpeciall part of internall 
worſhip, ſuch as when I performe it to Chriſt, I performe it not 
to bim alone, but to God, not onely bimſelfe, but the other  ptr« 
ſons, He that beleeveth in me, belecveth not in me, but in him that 
ſent me. 

And ſo they take it that the morall Law is the perfe&& rule 
of our worſvip of God., 

I ſuppoſe faith in Chriſt zndeniably ſince the fall preſeribed 
and called for aud anſwered by Abel, Enoch, Noah; Abra« 
ham; hy what ? bmt the moral! Law,. T heGoſol giverh indeed, 

but 


Partt, The Dottrine of Juſtification cleared, 
but it i« the Law that requireth it. Theyfay: ; 

T hat faith is required in the Law, none ever donbted : faith 
to all that #s written, then 10 the Goſpel, to God a revealed 
in Chriſt, the lively faith which worketh by love, which is none 
but fath in Chriſt , or elſe the dead faith, that which is im the 
Devils. þ 

Againe, that that Grace is but one, and ſo that it 3s but the 
ſame faith by which we beleeve in Chriſt and God. Tea that 
grace, without which other graces required are not.T bat radicall 
grae , without which other graces and their workes cannot be 
ſoc as God requireth, ſuch hope, ſuch love, ſuch feave, ſuch 
Joy, ſuch prayer, awd mr 4 God requireth ſmtable to bim 
4 a God in covenant and a F ather, without which they cannot 
pleaſe God, neither aime at or attaine Gods ends, ſhould not be 
excluded, the Lew that requireth thoſe gr and their 
workes , _ thad faith; and that, if faith in Chriſt be 
uot required in the Law, infidelity will no be ſinne, neither caw 
iz condemne him that is under the ſame. 

That the 'rule 'of faith, &c, 14 Gods will contained in his 
word, and that the manner of worſhip and faith is ordinarily 
given tothe ſecond Commandement, 

For Adamin innocency, there might be a bond on hiny 
to beleeve in Chriſt, though not as a Lambe and ſlaine,bur 
as onely Mediatour betweene God and man for eternal life, T 
am ſure he was ever the beire and Lord of life, a:1d that eter-- 
all life was for ever in bim, 

An obedientiall power to beleeve what ever word or reve- 
lation of God we ordinarily meet with in orthodox Di- 
vines, as for obedience to Godscommands ſimply, thoſe,, 
at leaſt fome, that diſputethe contrary, drinke deeply of 
Arminian fireames:had you given us reaſons againlt it, we 
would have conſidered them, 

Whenas you ſay the Law #4 not of faith, Gal, 3. 12. It 
proveth not that faith in a propes ſenſe is got required in 
the Law, neither neede I to out the true ſenſe, it not 
being to (e; 

— Our Writersare ofthis opinion, thatfaith in Chrilt is 
inthe Law, , 
Wer So 


- 
th. ——_— 
———_— 
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t Fides qua opus perriner ad primam legem So faith he in this cauſe to that 
neque evadere pres. Sybrandiad Bert. 57+ Argginjan Prince Bertius, Faith as a 


Quin dicas nos opere legis juſtificarigh dixe- 
ris nos fide quatenus opus noſtrum ct jaſt =» 


.hcari. 


Noſtram fententiam probar magnus ille 
Zanch, de natur. Dei, {+4.c 2. Legis nomine 
incelligic omnia que lex precpit; precipit 
autcm,non rancum excerna fafta ſedimprimis 
intern5 renovationem,curdis circumcilronem 
dileftionemDei, (nora fidem. Ergo comBScri- 
ptura dicit per gratiam Idzi nos juftificari, 
aminime aurem per legem, omnem renavati- 
onem & omncm inremam & externam ho- 
pam aftionem noſtram ab ofncio julihcandi 
excludir, & ſoli gracuito favori aſcribir, 


Wcrum eſt le- 
gem operil re- 
quirere hdem. 
Cham | 12.C.3- 
Sebs. 5. 


worke appertaineth to the firſt Come 
EOETEN thou evade 


is. Thou muſt ſay ws t9 be juſtified ly « warke of the Law, 
if thou ſhalt 


rme us juſtified by faith as a worke of our. He 
goeth on. 

Great Zanchius prozeth over opi- 
nion. By the word Law hee un- 
derſtandeth all which the Law re- 
quireth, but that requireth not onely 
externall workes, but chiefely inter-= 
nall renovation , circum-iſion of the 
beart , the Love of God, (note 
it) faith, When as therefore the 
Scripture ſaith we are juſtified by 
the grace of God, and not by the 
Law, he excludeth all renovation, and all internall , and exter- 
uall good attion of ours from the office of juſtifying, and aſcri- 
beth it onely to free grace. 

It is true, the Law of workes requires ſaith. q 

Breſt. 2. Yourequire where Wotton or Goodwine teach 
me are juſtified (meritoriouſly, or elſe the charge vaniſheth) by _ 
s worke, by a work of obedience to the Law? Fe 
” Anſw. Mr. W. requirech of you where he chargeth you 
with it in plain word9his words are they that teach that, 
faith in a proper ſenſe is counted for righteouſneſſe, doe 
teach that we are juſtified by a worke of obedience to the 
Law performed in our owne perſons: and that God on 
our behalfe requires no other righteouſneſſe for juſtifica- 
tion: which do&rine be faith the Apoſtle condemneth, 

thatis enough ; this,all account inherent righteouſneſſe, 
Popery, and worſe then Popery, where all graces elſe arc 
conjoyned with faith. 

To omit that, here you imply juſtification by a worke 
of the Law, confeſſed, ſo it be not meritoriouſly,in which 
I ſyppole you are alone, | 

Beſt. 3. Youdemand bow Mr. Walker prove? that the 


rib whe 


# 
- 
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rightemſueſſe imputed to, Abraham was perfett conformity-to the 
an 


I ſuppoſe it is evident, becauſe conformity tothe Law is in 
thedefinition of righteouſnelſe, which if it bg not- perfett, 
hath neede of pardon, cannotprocure it of the Lord, can- 
not beare a man; out-in Gods ſight, cannot afford peace 
with God,or conſcience;can never make a man holy, anblu= 
mablegenreprovable in the ſight of God;wobite as Snow,and whi- 
ter then the Snow ; perfeF bim for ever,, all which are true of 
Abraham by the righteouſneſſe which was imputed; and fo 
is it of the Church by Gods word. | 

As righteouſneſſe was imputed to him, Rom. 4. v. 6.11. 
fo REGIENS conformity toGods Law, which Chriſts 
righteoulneſſe is,not faith in a proper (ene. 

weſt. 4. How doth it follow that God muſt needs erre, lie, 
or judge unrighteouſly., if be imputeth righteonſneſſe without 
workes? 

To this Mr.aker is not bound to anſwer, he affirmed 
it not. Butthat your opinion,that God counts faith for” 
righteouſneſſe, that is, thinketh, judgerh, and eſteemeth ir” 
to be righteoufnelle in a- proper tenſe, chargeth God 
= th errour and falſhood in his judgement, and fo is blaſ- 

emy. 

Dueſt.5. HowMr. Walker proves that the imputation of faith 
for righternſneſſe maketh the ſatisfaF@ion of Chriſt and. his per- 
fe fulfilling of the Law a vaine and needleſſe thing, which My: 
Goodwine conceiveth it eſtabliſheth both the one and the 
other, 

1. Tanfwer. This, if not proved, yet leaveth the argu- 
ment in forceto that part, yiz, that it denierh' the meanes 
whereby Gad is revealed ta be infinitlyjuſt, merciful], and 
wiſe, which he urged, which hath not ſo much as a quelti- 
on to undermine it. 

2. Theſearedoneby Chriſt our Surety, his perfc& obe- 
dience in our nature; in this wiſdome, mercie, and'juſtice, 
are revealed;as Mr. Valker and our Church in-the Homily. 
With which, though faith in a Relative ſenſe doth con- 
ſilt, yet. in a proper ſenſe, ckding thaimputation _— 

righ- 
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righteoulnelle of Cbriſ# to jaltiication, itis oppoſed, your 
putting the one with Arminiw (ay, and not the other. 

lndecd if faith bethatri ſnefſe or inftead there- 
of, thatof Chriſt is vaine and void, aad if this righteouſ- 
neſſe of Chriſt be it, faith in thax ſenſe, (as workes are) ex- 
cluded in this mater, bo Thefe oben (ich 

ens Theb : 5Y 5 of thine (faith Sybran- 
Ke rr wort — ks) Mo due ) 4 reaſon why I may conclude 
ccffario co tandem devenicndum cfie, ut (if yer you will be like avr ſelves) 
cum Servers Socins, (ye. metitam, five fa- you at length come to this , that 
tisfattionem pro nobis faftam omnino tolla- © -.4, and Socinus, &c. yee 
ris, —__ neque yoo ———_ ber take away the . or [ariſe 

ine, neque nos $ nods p merit . 

ae Ad Bert = fattion made for us, and fay Chrift 

Quortum enim juſtit ia Chriſti f non ha- either to bave fo = 
bet in ſe vim juſtitcandi, & fk nos non juſti» Tefſſe tow or 297 to bo 3 
ficat? p.b7. . mn 


pn = 
to yr end is tbe righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, if it hath not in it force 
of juſtifying , and if it juſtifie ws not * Which (fay I) it 
cannot, if bach in a proper ſenſe be imputed for righte- 
Let the Reader oblervethe tand proofe of Mr, 
Walker, and this anſwer or queſtion (as the reſt) will ap- 


peare not to beſatisfatory, buta lying under the burthen 

Queſt. 6. How Mr. Walker can bring it about that the ma- 
king of Chriſts ſatisfattion mrs, as truly a if we had performed 
the ſame in our owne perſons, ſpould be a meanes whereby God is 
revealed infinitly juſt, wiſe, and mercifull? Mr.G, conceiveth 
that inſufficient, becauſe a man having ſinned could not be juſti- 
fied by perſons 

L. 


Ul performance of the L aw, 

at the righteouſneſſe of Chriſts is ſo truly ours 
for righteouſneſle as if we had fulfilled the Law,you bogle 
not at: our Church iscleare; fo are learned Writers. for 
deed _—_ he and his righteouſneſle are truly ours. 

2, Your ſappolition ky 0 a finner and perſonally to 
perkorme the Law, is a contradiQion, to it and not; 
gone of Mr. Wre. 

+3. When as Mr,#alker putteth Chriſts righteouſneſſe, 


his 
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his meaning is bis perte& obedience to the Law, our full 
debt Aﬀtive and Paſſive righteouſnefſe, wherein GrisfaRi- 
on for ſinne is infoulded, 1o that the perſon is wholly faire, 
God ſeene to be jult, mercifull, and wiſe, this is fuff- 
cient. | 

Deſt. 7. Whether God did not diſpenſe with his juſtice in 
paſing the ſinner, inflict ing puniſhment upon the innocent,and 
whether be will call the one or the other an att of Juſtice * Mr. 
G. conceives that Gods juſtice led him direftly to the ſinner to ex- 
ecnte vengeance on bim, and that it was bis mercy that led bim a- 
is from bim that deſerved death, to anather that had zot deſer- 
ved it, 

1.I anſiver,God was juſt and merciful in our Juſtification 
by faith in Chriſt, as before is largely ſbewed out of the 
word of God, and orthodox Writers; neithercan cither be 
denied, It is freely by grace to declare bis righteouſneſſe. It was 
an at of juſtice not denying mercy, and an a& of mercy 
not excluding jultice. 

2. Though juſtice leadeth to the offendor, and not to 
the innocent party, hereit cannot beſo, the caſc is altexed, 
the L,Chriſt cannot be ſaid to be innocent, but as our 
Surety a ſinner, our finnes being on his ſcore. He volunta- 
rily accepted it, and u e eternally to give theſe e- 
ternall life. So is he propoſed to us ſince the fall by God 
himſelfe, his caking our nature, doing all righteouſaeſle, 
and doing for us,proclaime the ſame, that he was a Swrey, 
in this name he muſt fidlfill aff righteonſneſſe. He mult die, 
it was bis meat and drinke to doe, and be offered up bimfelfe. 
God ſpared nat bis Sonne, at his command the ſword aroſe 
and ſmote Chriſt, the man that is Gods fellow, be declared bim- 
ſelfe righteas, 

Toexadt a debt of a Sx-ety, willingly giving the Cre- 
dicorſthe hand , and let the principall not able to pay, 
to go free,is juſtice: mercy indeed,did fivectly meete in ac- 
cepting a Surety, and giving him, and Chriſt accepting the 
bargaine, aud giving himſelfe to be the Surety , whereby 
that Juſtice was ſatisfied. 

Queſt. 8. What moved Mr. = to thinke or ſaythet oy 
2 at 
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Quoniam non 
revera & pro- 
prie ſed impr9- 
prie, & per |1- 
milirudinem 

guandam und 
cum io corpus 
efficimus, De 
reconcil. p16. 


Q& f. 110. 


Nemo ignorat 
intrufmento per 
Meronymiam 

tribui quodeſt 


amſrumencati 


that bold imputation of faith for righteouſne ſle ſoonld Geny com- 
munion with Chriſt in bus ſatisfaltion, n hen as Mr. G, flll af- 
firmeth that that faith is ordained by God to bring men into com- 
munion and fellowfpip with Chriſt in by ſatisfaftiom, and by 
vertue of ſuch ordination juſtifieth inſtrumentally, or which iz 
the ſame, is imputed for righteouſneſſe. 

'z. He might well ſo thinke of Maſter ottor, who 
though be acknowledgeth uinon , and that by the Spirit , yet be 
ſaith we mike one body with Chriſt, not indeed, and properly, 
but improperly, and 7 a certaine fimilitude. 

When as he faith it is not indeed, he denieth union and 
communion, which is ſo much the more abſurd, when as 
yet he confeſſeth it cauſed by faith and the Spirit, then u- 
lone By which,there cannot be one more real]; 

2, Yon —_ the -impurationto our-Juſtification, 
deny union and communion fo farre, nay , both ſeeing 
they arcinſeparable. 

3. The fellowſhip you affirme is not to fellowſhip with 
the righteouſneſle of Chriſt, but theeffc& thereof or re- 
turne, | — agree isnot all; 

4. When as you ſay faith juſtifieth inſtrumentally, exc. 
yet you deny itas an hand laying hold of and receivin 
Chriſts righteonſneſſe which jaſtifieth, that it ſo ;uſtiierk 
as the hand that receiyeth money maketh rich, which 
though it- bean _ exprefſure of the Learned, you 
flighted and rejeted in the Pulpit as the Remonſtrants,who 
give it a nuge. 

5: Formy partTfuſpett your calling it an inſtrument, 
there is ſomewhat under it, for if (6 berikae faith be ac- 
knowledged ar-inſtrumenrindeed, it cannor juſtifie in a 
proper ſenſe, which may be the reaſon that Arminiws, eve, 
deny it, but figuratively. 

: No man vs ignorant but that by a fignre called Metonymia, 
that 3s given t0 the inſtrument which doth belong to that which 
the inſtrument ſubſerveth : as if you affirme the Pencell to white 


» (as Sybrandws 10 Bertius.) p. 72. Si dicis penicillum dealbare- parietem 


OMnes yu Mertonymiam incelligumr hoc dici,Penicillo datur quod eſt matcriz, albedi- 
nis, 14, | ; 
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the. 
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the wall, all underſtand this to be ſpoken by a Metonymie , that 
1 given tothe Pencell which belongeth to the matter, whiting. 
This he ſheweth out of V®ſrnys. LETE 
It is commonly ſaid we are juſtified Vulgo dicitur fide atificamur correlative, 


: , SL hoc eſt co juſtificamur quod eq correlativum 
by faith correlatively, that is, we are fdci, nempe nicriro Chrihi, ad quod 1eſer. 


Juſtified by that which is correlativeto | (a quod apprehenditfdes Nam fides & 
faith, forſooth by the merit of Chriſt to (arisfaftiv Chaitti habent ſe corretative ut ac- 
which it us referred, or which faith doth cipiens & acceprum : reQe aurem fic loqui- 
apprehend: for faith aud the ſatisfa- Pur Juia tunc hdes de cauſa formali Jubiik. 


/ / : carionis intelligirur, & ſenſas, eſt meritum 

zon of Chr iſt are car relatives, ow the Chriſti jaſtificar, non hdes . Apprehen- 
receiver and that which i received. ſam juſtihicar,non apprehendens inſtrumen- 
But then we ſpeake rightly, becauſe tum. Scd. juſtificatio etiam fine relaricne 


26 © anderfload , yz refte tribuicur fidei, ut cauſz inftrumentali: 
then faith is un ff of the formal fide juſtificamur, hoc eſt, per fidem ur per 


cauſe of } wſtification . and the fenſe #3 medium. Ufirate enim effeftus cauſz cffci- 
the merit of Chriſt doth Juſtifie, not entis tribuicur inftrumento, Ar cum dicirur, 
faith. T hat whichis apprehended juſti= Fides impucata eſt ei ad juſtiiam, & aliz ec: 


not t in Yrument bendi k juſmodi propohriones, necclario ranium 
et b, be f appr "* correlative ſunt mel ſigenda,quatenus nimi- 


But juſt ification wi alfo witbord rele rum fides eſt apprehenſze juſticiz infrumen- 
110n rightly gruen to faith, # to an im» wm & veluti manus, qua juſticia Chriſti ac* 
nall cauſe. We are juſtified by cipitur. $ybr, ib p. So. 

faith, that #4 by faith # by a meanes: 

for uſually the effeft of the efficient cauſe, 3s given to the inflru. 

ment. But when it is ſaid. Faith is impnted to bim for righteouſT 

neſſe, and other ſuch propoſitions, they are neceſſarily to be nnder- 

ftoed onely correlatively, ſo «s faith is the inſtrument of righte= 

ouſneſſt apprehended, and & it were the band by which the righ- 

zeoufneſſe of Ebriſt is received.” So the learned man Vrſinns, 

But to the next Queſtion. 

Yneſt, 9. To your ninth Queſtion; How your opinion 

denies the infinite juſtice of God, to ſtand in ſtrength or to re- 

quire ſuch a ſatisfattion as Ebriſt, God and man made ? when 

# they conceive nv poſſubility of ſuch imputation, but by wertue of 
ſuch ſatisfaion, nor can they imagine ſach a faithto be impu- 

ted without ſuppofing a Mediator,Chriſt God and man, on which 

it ſbould reſt, robo gives it the name and being that it hath. It is 

irne, they deny that the juſtice of Gid fimply and abſolutely re» 

quired fch a ſat1sf:fFion as Chrift God and man made, but on 

ſuppoſstion that God would bring many formes to glory, . 
| » 


and.: 
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Non detraho illam ſanguini & mortiChri- 


and (ave what wat loſt , they deny it nat. 

Godsjultice cannot ftand in ſtrength where men are 
jaſtified by that which is no fatisfaQion to it , faith in a 
proper ſenſe. And where the fatisfattion which the Law 

nires, is not ſo much as imputed to them for their ſu- 
ſtikcation. 

2. Infinitc juſtice requires ſuch a ſatisfaftion as Chriſt 
God and man made,to Jultification, becauſe in that Godde- 
clareth himſelfe jult, as before. 

3. Imputation of faith by vertue of che ſatisfation of 
Chriſt, is to ſay that Chriſt merited that faith ſhould be im- 
puted (as I conceive) and that Socinianmſme,Oſterodus. 

I doe not detral it ( Juſtification) 


Nti,ſcd rribuo il! i & ſanguini Chriſti, from the bland and death of riſt, but 
quannts "weir po in_nokis cfficiune I give it to the death and bloud 

cas res propter quas Deus noz juſtificaty, Chriſt, ſo farre forth as bis blond and 
nempe fidem. See Sybran, ad Bert. p.19. 2 1th, workin us thoſe things for which 


- 


God doth juſtifie us, forſoth ſaith. 

4. Though they cannot imagine a faith imputed, not 
ſuppoſing. ediator on whom, yet they deny faith in a 
Relative ſenſe, taking in the Mediator,to be imputed, di- 
ſpute againſt it for the proper ſenſe, which ſatisfieth not 
juſtice, but deſtroyeth it,as before. 

S. Gods bringing many ſomes to glory, and to ſave what 
ſhould be loſt by Chriſt: ſatisfaftion of his juſtice was 
Gods eternall and immutable purpoſe. The glory of ju- 
ſtice and mercy Gods maine ends required itz as Chriſt 
did in time,God determined eternally : thus eternall will 
determined it ſelfe, and to conſider otherwiſe is but the 
worke of an idle braine,there is no reality in the Lord to 
anſwer it, - | . . 

zeſt, 10. I o the tenth queſtion I anſwer, it appea- 
reel - hold God can and doth by his Soveraigne 4 an 
erand will, thingscontrary to his juſtice, in your opini- 
on: Seeing you teach God can,doth,and will juſtifie men, 
without ſatisfaQion made by the perfe& righteouſelle of 
Chriſt their Szrety, accounted tot putting faith in a 
proper ſenſe, a created imperfeR grace ned For ri 1 
n 
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ouſneſſe which cannot fatisfie juſtice, which cannot ſtand 
with or declare the fame, ſo that either Gods end is not 
to dec/are his righteouſreſſe againit the Apoſtle in juſtificati- 
on, Kom. 3, 26, qrelſe youdeltroy that end, and fo eſta- 
bliſh ſuch a ſoveraigne uy w_ will. —_ 

eſt. rt. And tothe eleventh, to ac or te= 
ou that which is not ſo according to Gods Law, is 
contrary to juſtice, ſeeing it is a juſtification of the wicked, 
abamin.tion to the Lord, the holding of a guilty perſon innocent, 
which the Lord will not doe; being the Judge of all the 
world be cannot doegdoing right. 

When as God accepts Chrilts righteouſneſſe for the 
debe of a beleever, ray imputerh it ro him,that cighteoul- 
neſſc mane —_ m— righteouſneſſe, that is 

i in his owne perſon, lo zo fi 
=. can be juilified in Gods fight ; wy ad 
of Chriſt his Szrery, his his by reall anion and 
communion, as if it were perfonall rigbtrouſneſſe : the 
Sxreties payment of adebr for the principall is all one as if 
y— principall did hiaſelfe make fatisfaRion to the Cre- 

itor, 

ft, 12. Where Chrifts righteonfmefſe is denyed to be the 
the righteouſraeſſe of 2 true beleever? | anfwer, where you de- 
ny Chriſts righteouſneſſe to be im for righteouſnes, 
and to be that whereby we are made juſt before God: fyr 
thoſe words formally I finde not Mr.. to contend about 
them, neither are men denominated ever from what is 
internall and ſuch a forme. It may be fromthat which is 
outward, as Doftor Davenant Jargel anſwereth the Ponti- 
fſcians, Neither is it h that Chriſts righteouſneſſe is 
a meritorious cauſe of jullifcation, it muſt be ſo applyed 
by faith that the beleever may be thereby made righteous, 
which is denyed wherethere is no imputation thereof for 
righteouſnc{ſe, The word ſaith he is boly, wnreprovable, un- 
blumable-in the fight of God, whichrcannotbe by that 
which hath merit and worth, fq applied made mine 
all the money in the world will not inrich any man untill 
it be his, injoyed to that end, Butto that which is acom» 
mon 
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monevaſion to you and Romaniſts -in this' controverſie, 
making Chriſt onely the efficient and meritorious cauſe, 
more after in due place, where I ſhall ſhew Mr. G.ſenſe Apo- 
cryphall, Popiſh, contuted by our learned- Proteſtants, an- 
ſwering them. G 

reſt. r3. To the thirteenth,theinſufficiency of Chriſts 
righceouſneſſe and ſatisfaRion tor all, even Scripture ſufti- 
ciency is there denied where Chriſts righteouſneſſe is denied 
to fit all men and women of all callings and conditions, and 
counted an unreaſonablcthirig, & that one garment ſhould fit 
all ſtatures and proportions of bodies, or the ſame ſbooe all feete 
of all ſuzzs. , - 

And why Sir, ſhould not that fit all which isthe Sonne 
of Gods fidfilling all righteouſneſſe ? when as by it all are 
perfeftly righteous that beleeve, men, women, of all ſta- 
tures and conditions, T6 PO. 

Either it ficteth all, ſo that all ſorts are perfe&ly righ- 
teous by it applicd alone, or none,which might have been 
Gid plainly; or being ſo, rightgous,' they. are ſo by ſome- 
what elſe, and you mult namethat, What'for men and 
women of all ſorts, of all callings and conditions? 

I thought there had been neither male nor female, but alone 
in Chriſt; and thatit were vaine elſe for all toputhim on 
in Baptiſme ſaccamentally, and by beleeving-really, 'that 

the precept was vaine(and impoſſible to ſome) that re- 
quireth it. | | 

Did we grant faith in a proper ſenſe, that righteouſnes, 
or imputed for it, that would ſerve all,fitall in your opi- 
nion, belike; orelle itis liable to the ſamie exception, the 
bride is arraied with it,and the Builder and Maker of itboth 
maketh it and judgeth it fit ; ng matter for ſuch curious 
ſpeculators elle, 

And when as you grant an abſolute neceſſity of it, and ſuf- 
ficiencie for a world of ſinners, touſtification, neither man 
or woman of this or that ſtature -or proportion, 'not the: 
ralleſt or biggeſthaye any cauſe to feare, that if he beleeve 
heſhall not be fitted, To deny this fitting, is to. deny ſuffi- 
ciency, but this crochet ſayoureth more of the fleſbthen of 
theſpirit, MERE FEE Oneſt, 14. 
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faith overthroweth the ſatisfaFion of Chriſt , hath this rea- 
ſon, that if we fatishe Gods juſtice by our Szrety Chriſt 
there is no Pardon, for pardon and ſatisfattion are contra= 
ries, ſo Mr. W. So ſome of the ſtamp, Mr. Wr. difputeth 
again{t. In this you areas a Socraticall diſputant, wiſely 
t00, as in all that kinde of anſwer to Mr. Walkers reaſons. 

Sir,our ſatisfa&tion by Chrilit to Gods juſtice and Gods 
mercy will itand together in that name, every trxe Chriſtian 
man may be cal'ed a fulfil er of the Law, what our. infirmity 
lacked, Chriſts juſtice hath ſupplied. So your Mother taught you 
in her Do&trine of Jultification, and to ſay that I by my 
Surety have ſatisfied for nry (ele, or debt, is no more then 
to ſay, that in him and by him a belecver hath fulfilled 
the Law ; neither doth it deny, but eſtabliſh, that Chriſt 
hath ſatisfied the jultice of God for me. 

Breſt. 15, To the fifteenth, It is monſtrous to reaſon 
to deny Legall righteouſneſle to juſtification, ſeeing Fuſti- 
fication is a making man juſt, | 

This denieth where withall both perſonall righteouſ- 
neſſe, and the righteouſneſle of Chriſt imputed. Mr. Wor- 
ton teacheth you, righteou/neſſe 5 the. forme of Fuſtification, 
and, it is certaine that the forme of Juſtification conſiſts in righ- 
teouſneſſe , and Juſtification is indeed the proper and true ef- 
felt of righteonſneſſe, in what manner ſoever that righteonfieſe 
» underſtood to be communicated or imputed to us ; of this he 
faith, neither us this the judgement alone of Pontificians, but 
of our owne Divines, He nameth thoſe words out of Polanws. 
For a man to be accounted juſt without juſtice or righteouſneſſe, 
is all one as fir a man to FA accounted learned without learning, 
wiſe roithout wiſdome. 

That Jultification (and in that name) ſhould conlilt on- 
ly in remiſſion of finnes, excluding the righteouſneſle of 
Chriſt imputed is as unreaſonable, it is without the cauſe 
by which, Youtell us you have handled it at large, but 


ft 14. To the foureteenth, that which Mr, Watker 


Pena & venia 
ſunt adverſa, 
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7a proprius & verus effeftus juſtiriz,quoquo modo ea juititia impurari five communicari 

nobisinrelligatur. Part. 1+ 4 2.c. 2 Set. 1.23. Neque pontificiorum ſed noſftrorum 

Theologorum ſententia«ſt, Nam fine juititia juſtutn cenſeri perinde effert a: fine doQtri- 

na dotum, ſapientia ſapieniemcenſeri, 1b, Sef.4. 1d ib, Seil.4. 
L 


not 
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Juſtifica'io «ft 
remitiio pecca' 
rorum. 


L. 2.6, 3.5.1, 


not where one may meete with it, had it beene puthere it 
ſhould have beene conlidered, The joynt teſtimony of ma- 
ny a worthy Divine is but ſetus a Wooll-gathering. 

For Calvine it ſhall be tricd. I beleeve you mention him 
as Mr. Wotton doth the Church of England. He going a- 
bout to prove Rewiſlion of finnes to be the formall cauſe 
of Jukitcation, triumpheth in the Judgement of the 
Church of England. 

Ic faith, Juſtification 1s remiſſion of ſinner, and this Fuſti- 
fication or juſtice 35 recerved, accepted, and approved of God for 
our full and perfett Fuſtification, To which he addeth, In 
which words the whole natmre of Juſtification is comprebended, 
onely in remiſſion of ſinnes, and that it is affirmed the full and 
perfet# Juſtification of God himſelfe accepting it in judge- 
ment: and then addeth, neither is there inthe two other parts of 
that Sermon, a fillable or letter which ſignifieth any thing to be 
wanting, or to be repugnant t0 this opinion. So he. 

When he yet cannot be ignorant but our Church ur- 
geth the ſatisfaion of Chriſt his death and obedience tothe 
Law, nor excluding his obedience to the Law, but our 
workes, as before. 

Our Homily ſheweth a neceſſary concxrrence on Chriſts part 
of juſtice, that 1s the ſatis fation of bis juſtice, which the Apo- 
fle calleth the juſtice of God, and it conſfifteth in paying onr ran- 
ſome and fulfilling of the Law. So the prace of Ged doth nos 
ſhut out the juſtice of God in our Juſtification, but the juſtice of 
man in our works.--And after laying down our inſufficiency, 
it extolleth Gods mercy without any deſert or deſervin 

gf ours, to prepare for us the moſt pretioms Jewel: of Chriſts beds 
and bloud, whereby our ranſome might be fully paid, the Law 
fulfilled, and bis Juſtice fully ſatisfied, ſo that Chriſt is now 
the righteonfneſſe of all them that truly beleeve in bim, be for them 
paid the rauſome by bis death, be for them fulfilled the Law by 
has life, So that now in and by bim every irne Chriſtian man 
”y be called a Roe the Law, for as much as that which 
their infirmity lacked, Chriſts juſtice hath ſupplied. Theſe are 
added for the more full nt 6am o en was delives. 
red before, and muſt not be left out. Nay, Chriſt and his 
obedicnce 
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vr I me of beleevers,and 
ſo that by which we are jult betoreGod, as before out of 

Mr. Wotton. 

But to Catvize,lT grant he ſaith, Juſtification conſiſts alone Sola remili- 
in remiſſion of ſinnes, and that we ave not otherwiſe made juſt, 0< peccarors 
And yet I affert, that in the exclufive he did not ſhut out rene or agg 
the impatation of Chriſts ws but onely reno- hos, 
vation, inherent righteouſneſſe and good workes. SO to Nam & operi- 
ſbew it he inferreth, for if they be eſteemed by workes, bus zſtimencur 
he diſputerh againit the Popiſh opinion, not again(t in 
putation of Chriſfts cighteoulnefle, and for both, read the 
23. Set, where you ball finde his diſputeto be agaialt 5:2, 23, 
workes, inthele words. 

T bat vaixe conceipt vaniſbeth, that Si quidem evaneſcit nugamentum illud, 
« man 55 therefore juſtified by faith, 192 jaivhcari bominem hide, quoniam illg 
hace by chat hep.tak the Fpar, m5 Faricipt qo pts red; 
of Gad whereby be is made juſtgwhich = quam conctliariunquan! queat 
1s more contrary 18 the former doerine, 
then that is can be reconciled. He excludeth workes nov the 
righteoulneſle of Chriſt. One place more there. 

It cannot be doubtful but he want= yo i. _ 
eth righteouſueſſe of bis owne that 1s vie jufticie qui as ado. Pa. 2 ad 
taught to feeek it ot of bimſel/t: where docerur, h 
wr ing the text, 2 Cor. 5. 21. he Vide, non in nobis ſed in Chriſto effe juſti- 

| cam oſtrngobourom co jue compe 
, . . 4 iſt IC 

See, or righteouſneſſe 1s not in us, m_ ejasdiritize any fs pM bend. 
but inChriſt, onely belonging to 4 by . 
that right, becauſe we are partakers of Chriſt, ſeeing with him 
we pf all bas riches. 

And ſpeaking of Row. 3. ſaith. And it maketh nothing 
to the contrary, that int another place, he teacheth that ſinne was Ubi non alind . 
coudemored of finue in the fileſb of Chriſt, that the righteonſneſſe <2-mplementi 
of the Law might be fulfilled in us, Where he neaneth no 0 **08nat quam 
ther fulfilling, then that which we obtaine by imputation. For ons nad 
enim jure communicat nobiſcum Dom, Chriſtus ſuam-juſtirtiam ur micgbitlquoden _ 
qnanam pertiner ad Dei judicium vim cjus in nos transfundir, Aliud non fenſifſe abunde 
[:quet exeltera fententia quum paulo paſt poſucrat, Quemadmodum per unius inbedi- 
enciam conſticurt ſurnus pcccatoresia per obedientiam unius juſtificari Quid aliud eſt in 
the 
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Chriſti obedientiacollocare noſtram juſtiriam,nifi afſerere ca ſola nos haberi juſtos, quia 
Chriſti obedienria nobis accepra fertur ac fi noſtra efſer ? quare mihi Alcgantifime vide. 
tur Ambroſio hajus juttitiz paradigma in benediftione Jee ſatuiſſe, nempe quemad.. 
modum ille primogenituram 4 ſcipſo non mericus, habimu ratris occulrarus, ejuſque veſte 
mdurus,quz optimum odorem ſpirabar, ſeipſum inſimulavir patri ur ſuo commode ſub 
alicna perſona benediftionem acciperer: Ira nos ſub Chriſti primogeniri noſtri fratris pre. 
rioſa puritats deliteſcere, ur reftimonium juſtitiz 3 conſpettu Det reſeramus,—. Er ſane 
ira ſe res haber, nam quo in ſalutem «oram facie Dei compareamus, bono ejus vdore fra - 
grare nos neceſſe eit, & ejus perfettione vitianoſtra obtegi ac ſepeliri. 


theL.Chriſt doth in ſach ſort communicate bis righteouſnes with us, 
that after a certaine marvellous manner,be b the force there« 
of into us yſo much a5 appertaineth to the judgeem of nd It ap- 
peareth he did no otherwiſe meane by the other ſentence which be 
had ſpoken a little before. As by the diſobedience of one man we 
were made ſinners,ſo by the obedience of one man we are juſtified, 
What is it elſe to - our righteouſneſſe in the obedience of Chriſt, 
but to affirmthathereby only we are accounted righteow becauſe the 
obedience of Chriſt 1s imputed unto 1,81 if it were our own. T ber 
. fore methinkes that Ambroſe bath excellently well ſbewed how 
—_— I": there is an example of this righteuſneſſe in the bleſſing of Jacob: 
Ritiam quz ad for Jacob not baving of bimſelfe deſerved the preeminence of 
juſtiicationem the firſt begotten fonne, hid himſelfe in the apparel! of bis bry- 
Aagiratur aCal- yher, and being cloathed with bis brothers coate that ſavoured of 
uino eriam in, 116 ſwveete ſmelly be crept into the favour of bir father, and 
: juflirie Chrifti received the b/eſſing to his owne commodity nnder the perſon of 
efſe poſieam;ex another : ſo we doe lie bid wnder the pretious pureneſſe of Chriſt 
herum numero or elder Grother, that we may get a teſtimony of righteouſneſſe 
eſt ipſe Bellar, ;,, the fight of God, And truly fo it is, for that we ma 
qui de Calvino g bs... < J 
ira ſcriplit, Jo- pP*are before the face of God wnto ſatuation, it is neceſſary for 
hanmts Calvinus 15 to ſmell ſweetly with bis Odor, and to have our faults 
admittir qui- covered and buried with bis perfefFion. So Calvin. 
on cum £%- Now let theſe parcels be laid together, and no man 
fe in nobieat. Of conſcience not defirous to cavill,can deny, but,though 
lm inhzren: he excludeth workes, he doth not the imputation of the 
tem juſtir iam $& righteouſneſle of Chri ſt, 
umpurari Chvi- When Mr, Wotton had forced Calvine, yet he confeſſeth, 
a agg en T here are yet that thinke that the righteouſneſſe which is requi- 
ave. wal pec- 7ed to juſtification, by Calvine 0 be alſo placed in imputation 


cata. of the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, Of this number # Bellarmine 
bimſelſe, 


$5 
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himſelfe, who wrote thus of Calvine. John Calvine truly ad- 
mitteth with the Lutherans, that there is net in 19 any inherent 
righteouſneſſe, and Chriſt righteouſneſſe ts be. imputed, and for 
it ſinnes to be forgiven. Andafter : 


Calvine when in bis Inflitutions Nam cum Calvin inftir, /.3. c, 11, Seb8. 
22, Erin Antidoto ad Concil. T rid. ad cf. 


and Antidote he contendeth Juſtifica= 5 contendir juſtificationem efſe poſiram in 
tion to be placed in remiſſion of ſinnes, cecifſione peccatorum, non excludir i 
oth Rae's Mes 4 -- — ep wud 
th not exclude t nation of the tationem juſlitix Chriſti,ſed internam reno- 
righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, but internal vationem & ſanftificationem. Bef. de juſtif. 


ed Gn iceten L. 2.6. I, Sept. Johann eundem ctiam Calve 
renovation ſanTification. And be reprehendit quod cauſam forwalem juſtihiz 


reprehendeth the ſame Calvine, be- cationis duplicem faciat. c. 
cauſe he maketh a double formall cauſe minori. Who alſo addeth, Clving —_ 
of juſtification, Payers. Pait.1. 1.2. 4. Se. 6, 
now for Parews, give me 
leave to ſhew his judgement of Calvine in this matter. When 
as Bellarmine urged Calvine, as you doe to the ſame end, 


Parews an{wereth. 
But that vaine wrangler (Bellar- Sed ney nn rem, nem wr —_— 
F , niz arguir, ſupra enim fare r, num 
grams, . h himſelfe of Calunny,for impurationcm juſtiriz Chriſti non excludg- 
above be confeſſe that Calvine did re , hic ctiam denuo faretur Calvimenc 
not exclude the Ad of the righ- Lutheranis agnoſcere jimputationem juftirize 
FIR, 


teonſne ſſe of Chriſt. And here again once Chiiſti & non impurationem peccatorum. Si 
igiturCalv. juſtificationern in remiſſione pec- 


more be confeſſeth Calvine with the 4; __—_ 
Lutherans to acknowledge the impu- Girlie exctadir, ans Lok ni 
tation of the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, | F 
and not imputation of finnes. If therefore Calvine did place 

Juſtification in remiſcion of ſinnes, and did not exclude the imp 

tation of the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt , what dotb be difſent from 

the Lutherans? | 

And then anſwering tothat of his Antidote, he-ſaithr. 

But in ſaying this, he doth difſemt Veram hoc dicendo neque4 ſe neque a 
neither from bimſelfe , nor from Lu- Luther0,Melanfthoneyvel quoquam atio eyan- 
ther,Melan&hon, or any other Pro- ATED $199 00s mr non 
teſtant * for that per ticle Alone, doth farqos ef Bella. ſed wa re nes, 
not exclude the imputation of the righ- quam T ridenaini in ſua definicione cum re- 
teouſneſſe of Chriſt, which thing Bel- mifione peccatorum ad juſtificat ionem re- 


larmine confeſſed, but it excludeth re- quirnnt:hoc reſpefiu eriam Latter in (ola. 
remithone, & non imputatione peceatorum 


op zon, Ww hi b thoſe of Trent require juſtificationem collocar;MelanFhon quoque, , 
in their definition with remiſion of fic Marcir, Caftig.de juſtif.l, 2. 6.6: p.444. 
L 3 ſrrnne; 
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ſinnes to juſtification. 11 thy reſpet? alſs Luther- doth. 

5" NG in remiſlion —_ imput ation Fs 
Metanfthon al/o— /o Martir, thus Parews. 

L. de juſtif, c, Door Dounbam may be added. For though many of our 
$- Pi 4. * Divines a1 hath beene ſaid bave taught , that unto juſtificat ion 
remſiion of ſites i onely required : yet their aſſertion u« to be 
wnderſiood a Bellar. bimiſelfe nnderſtandeth Calvine, «« ſpoken 
in oppoſition to Papiſts, who ſay tht to Juſtification concurre, 
not onely remiſrion of ſinnes, but alſo inward renovation, or ſan- 
Aification. T o contradi( them our Divines bave ſaid that we 
are juſtified by remiſsion onely,or not impeting of ſinne, Where 
with alwayes concerreth impmt ation of righteonjneſſe, and not by 
renovation or ſ.mttification. T heir meaning therefore by the ex- 
cluſive particle Onely,wpas not to exclude impnt ation of y A 
neſſe, which + 05% GT? not imprctation 0 as 
Sint Paul proveth, Rom, 4. +. 8. and Bellar. bim/elfe con- - 
feſſeth, but infuſion of righteonſneſſe or renouation, 

Quartam recenfer Calvini qui (ur ille air) Dottor Deverant anſwering Bell, 
formalem cauſam jaitihcationis in ſoh remiſ- T be forth be repeateth » vins, 
bone pecan ſm dc, he nemo > wh be ellarmine)ſinb) ec 
"panned jr 4.4 pry nulla remiſlio pee - &th the fe ormall cane of Joſt ifocation 
catorum obtinerur. Si igitur quis a Cafvire # be placed onely in remiſrion of ſing, 
4 agg , qr rand-m i| _ oh But no = i ignorant mo Cops 

noe 5 per quod amps een FEFAiretb impuctation af the obedience of 

ifſer, proper & per merirum filtt Dei, . ; a _ 

(ponder propur % pe & cauſa accepta- briſt, without which 10 remiſtionof 
rionis, hzc cauſa tranſtarionis alſtaru morris fannes # obtained. If therefore one 
ad ftarum vitz; Deus hanc hlij ſui obedicn- bad fowght of Calvine what that », 
tian & jultrinns pipinions ut a nokie we for which, and by which, « Wicked 

initio recipit nos in ſtarum _— 
Garona, Deus perperno nruens hane, "942 # juſtified : be had anwered, for 
eandem juſtiriam nobis donaram & applica - - by the merit of the Soune af God, 
ram in reliquo virz noftrx curſu habec' nos this 3s the caſe. of remiſiivi, and the 
pro juſtificatis. De Þuſti, babir. c. 22+p.313- canſe of acceptation, this is the canſe 
of tranſlation from the ſt ate of death to the ſtate of life. God re- 
ſpe ng this obedience and rigbteoveſueſſe of bis Sore, 44 appre- 
Conde] of ws by faith, from the beginning receiveth us into the 
ſtare of juſtified ones; God alwayes bebolding this ſane righte- 
onſneſſe given unto we and applied, in the remaining coxrſe of owr 

life, acconnteth us for jaſtifued ones. 

. Chamier to Bellar. objeQing as you doe, firſt anfivereth 


our 


7 


_— 
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out of Bellar. himſelfe, then out of Calvine, Inftis. 1.3. c:12.” Ponirquicqus 
Se&. 2. to which he adderh,Jbat can be more manifeſt > and magis comera 
Sef2. 3, to which he ſaith, Could any thing more be ſaid a- 7 mented 
gainſt that figment of Bellarmine? Againe ke proveth the $,g yo. & 
ſame. Wa are ferethat cannot firſt be (that we be not azcoun- Seft.x1. 
ted ſinners) without imputation-of the | | > 
rgheefueſs of Chr there the Co meme indquidem (no pre: 
words of Calvine, be doth abſolve purara jaſticia Chritti; unde Calvint verbay 
us by the imputation of the righte» juſticix impurarione nos abſolvir. 
ouſneſſe of Chriſt, ; ONES 
And before, We ( Proteſt ants ) doe Imputationem jufſtiſtiz Chrit! omni» 
- . f no ccaſemas cjuſdem juſtihcationis lun- 
altogether conceive the INPREGEANG of dum elſe, qua neglefta prorſus illa nalla 
the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt the founda* neque in t0r0 neque in (parte y quo- 
tim of the ſame juſtification , which modo cunque tantam vel cogutarione con-. 
being neglefted , that. is altogether <'P' queat, 16. 
none at all, neither in whole nor in part, bowſdever it may be 
conceived as nuch as in thought. 
I will adde another witnefſe for Catvine, Polanus. Now pariir. p, 114, 
if any man will ſay thit the ſound Teachers, Calvine, and 
others, doe affirme that juſtice or righteonſueſſe 14 the forgivenes 
of ſinne1, And againe, that juſlice confiſteth in remiſrion of 
ſinnes, we muſt know that it us very certa ine they ſpeake metony- 
mically, meaning ſo #s that either juſtice in their writings , i Qa;q eaimali- 
the ſame that juſtification, becauſe we cannot be juſtified but by ad peccaia po- 
Juſtice, or elſe that Juſtice 1s. ſaid to be the remuſxon of ſinner, aifſer occulra- 
becauſe juſtice is the cauſe of remiſvion or forgiveneſſe of ſinnes, _ nofſtr _ 
and that Calvine doth ſpeaks by Metonymia, i plaine ont of ky Ft | 
otber places of hs worker, s 1. 3. Inſtit. c.17. Seft. 8, And a4 Diogwum. . 
ſo in another place be plainely proveth that by, througb, and for 
Chriſts righteouſneſſe we ohtaine forgiveneſſe of ſinnes: and c.3. 
Set. 19. baving obtained forgiveneſſe of ſinnes by meanet of 
Cbriſts righteouſneſſe comming betweene== and more plainely, 
c, 14. Set. 12. andc, 11, Set. 1. andc. 14. SeR. 13, man 
being covered with the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt pleaſeth God and 
obtainetb fo-giveneſſe of finnes. : 
So that if Ca/vine himfelfe, and all theſe worthies are 
to be credited, nay Bellarmine and Mr. Watt chemſelves, 
you wrong Ca/vine, and hence'the places you talke of _ 
09) 
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of other Divines may receive their anſwer, | 


2xeſt. 16, To the fixteenth queſtion, where the words are, 
&c, and that you cannot finde in Rom. 5, 19. Rom, 8. 4. 


"Rom. 10. 4. fo much as one expreſſe word either of the commu- 


nication, much leſſe of the imputation of Chriſts righteomſneſ'e 
and ſatisfation to 4, leaſt of all of their being made formally 
rigbteous by fixch imput ation, . 

To this, firſt your ſelfe graunt (you ſay) we are juſtified 
formally too, by the communication of Chriſts righteouſneſſe to 
us ina ſenſe, viz, in as much as we obtaine by ſuch communica= 
tion remiſrion of ſinnes which is our formall juſtification (with 

you;) ſo that the thing is in a ſenſe, though not in expreſſe words, 
and you ſee it too. 

2, Nay you grant remiſſion an effef? of righteouſneſſe 
communicated by theſe texts, notonly pardon,but communica- 
tzon of righteouſneſſe, ſo your words , ſo that here is more 
then a mericorious cauſe, here is application by faith, 
which you will not other where acknowledge. 

3. Mr. W. denieth not remiſſion of ſinnes an effe&,he 
with Catvineand the learned but now mentioned grant it, 
but that which all contend is alſo imputation and com- 
munication tothatend , without which pardon cannot 
be, as before, 

4. And Sir, if remiſlion doth formally juftibe, it is ju- 
ſtice, as before out of Mr. Wotton, and ſo conformity to 
Gods Law:;deny one and you deny all, 

5, But to thoſe texts what you cannot ſee others have, 
and you might, had you received counſell of ſome dead 
and living {till : that is, conſulted with the the learned, 
the words Rom. 5. 19. that by the obedience of one many fhall 
be conſtituted righteows. Here is rightcouſnefſe conltituting 


i Forme conſti- righteons, and then formall, tor it is the nature of the 


forme to conſtitute. 

I know not what you can except but that the formeis 
internall, and that what is externall cannot be ſo termed, 
and hence it is that you ſooften putin (that ſophiſtical 
term as ours anſwer 'the Papiſts inthe ſame controverſie ) 
formally: and if that will not ſerve your turne, as was 

ſhewed 
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ſhewed you atCheſwicke out of Doftor Davenent, indeed, 
puta man conſtituted by righteouſneſſe, righteous, if it be 


not by his owne perſonall righteouſnes, it mu{tbe by ano- 
theis, Chrift,.T he place that was then read unto you was : 


, W c gr ant that the for me of F uſt ti Juſtificarionis formam concedimus ithud 
fication a) which a ”u ified perſon #w per quod homo juſtificatus non modorepu- 
not onely reputed and denominated be- tarur 8& denominatur coram Dc o,fed efficirur 
fore God, but. made or conſtituted ſo, hve conttituirur :quia aurem homo dicirar 


4x * 2-4 ; juſtihcarus denominatione paſſivaſurex ipſa 
But becauſe he is ſaid to be juſtified Grammatica nocum eſt) non eſt abſo!ree ne- 


by a paſſive denomination (a it 4 ceſſarium, ut hc denominatio aur peratur a 
knowne out of Grammer it ſelfe) It js tormainhzremte, aut ſupponar ſormamin- 


not ab/olutely neceſſary that this deno- — — —_ —— 

es . nes paſſivz, quandoque reſpiciunt formam 
mination be taken either from an in- inhzremem, ur cum paticrem dicimus deal- 
berent forme, or that it ſhould ſuppoſe barum : quandoque-non , ut cum dicimus 
an inherent forme : for ſuch paſzive hominem amatum, honorarum, damnarum, 


denominations ſometimes reſpe in an abſolurum; hec enim omnia de illo vere d1- 
4 . cuncrur in quo non reperitur forma inhe- 


inherent forme, as when we ſay the | : 4 
wall to be whited : and ſometimes wear 4 wn 4 re) _ 
not,as when we ſay a man to he beloved enſis, denominationes paſſive fivz predica- 
honoured, condemned, abſolved. For all *ones hunt in rebus in quibus non ſunc, in 
theſe are truly ſpoken of him i» whom vel ad eas, vel de tis, 
there 1s not found an inberent forme which may be a ground for 
ſuch denominations, William of Paris noted this, Paſyive de- 
nominations or predications are made in things in which they 
are not, in them, or to themor of them. Where he citeth Vaſ= 17; imbelle % 
ques the Jeſuite rejecting that kind of argument as weake inucile. 
and unprofitable, Saying, 

I will not fight againſt this kinde Nolo hoc genus denominations impug- 


of 2022 2392 no bind, nare communi quodam argumento quo a- 
of denomination with a certaine kinde Seniomnn, © quodhac denomidty 


of commen GT which ſome wſe, tio juſtj videacur efſe corum quz poſtulanc 
forſooth that 1his denomination of a fo1mam incrinſecam : & mox,poret aliquid 
Juſt man ſeemeth to he of theſe, which dici juſtum exrrinſeca & aliena juſtitia. Dr. 
require an internall forme. And by and Dav, de hab. juſt.c. 27 Sefl. 36. 
by, A thing may be ſzid to be juſt by that which i externall and 
an:thers righteonſneſſe. 

And Chamnrer. Every one that is juſt is ſo ſaid indeed from Omnis jaſtus 
righteauſneſſenot neceſſarily from hat is inherent z there is im- oy 


a juſtjria, non 


puted righteouſneſſe, there 35 rigbteouſneſſe of ſuch as are com= ab inhrente 
M pared 
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neceſſario, da- pared & Ezec.16, ak evill day, #t of Jacob, and Ephel, 5. be- 
mr impurativa gyyſe of rhoſt which are dont in them, as ont of Chityſoſtotie. ' 
jafſtiria, eacur weft. 17. You demand where be findeth it to be any branch 
pes Dics of the Pelagian bereſie to deny Adams poſterity to be made fore 
calamiroſus ut mally ſinners with Adams ſinne imputed to them in the letter 
de lac. & Epb. ,nd formality of #t? 
5. propict ©  Sjr, I ſuppoſe you intend not that I muſt finde your 
Fn prague terme formally, and in the letter and formality, enough 
c.$. Seft.z8, of that but now, and that if I finde it the Pelagian berefie 
Sell 2g. to deny Adams poſterity to be made ſinners by Adams tin 
imputed to them, it will fatisfie your queſtion, For that 
ſee Voſſins. 

Urriſque nt occurrerFem oftend i quam That T might agg with them bot b, 
vere olim ſeripfir Ume. Lirinenſ. neminem 1 have ſhewed how truly Vincentius 
anre prodigioſum Pelagii diſcipulum Ce/e- Lirinenſis in times paſt wrote, that 
flium, reatu prevaricationis Adz onne gee there was none before Celeſtins that 
ms humanum negafſe adftriftum. Vf. iſt. 27,11; 1505 Diſciple of Pelagius, that 
CNN OE TONE did deny whole mankinde to be bound 

by the guilt of the ſinme of Adam. 
NegabariiPeta- = T be Pelagians did deny Adams fenne to be impitted to po=- 
giani, Adami ſterity. 
peccarum im. T he Catholiques opiniox on the contrary was, T he ſinne of 
4 go firſt Parents to be imputed to all, and the whole poſterity to be 
Theſ 1.p.192- beld with the guilt, and that therefore becauſe Adam ſinning,we 
Ca#holicorum were all in by loynes. 
concra ſenren- Inthe firſt men humane nature ſinned, and by this, no fins 
On Jn burt bumane _ _— owne, + 

eft. 18, He muſt anſwer who are they that deny Infants 
MA Ao they commit attuall ſinne, are puniſhed by death, 
featn ceneri ro- becar(e they are guilty of Adams ſinne, or affirmeth that God 
mi 0k a" oxt of his juſtice deftrogeth innocent babes, 
pra ue id Mr. #s. anſwer is, he heard it by many witnefſes of 

» quod . . : 
peccanreAdams £00d credit, that heard it from your preaching. 
omnesin lym- And here you give him to underſtand that it is one 
biscjus fuimus. thing to have the guilt of Adams ſinne derived upon his 


"7" '" Polterity, another to have the a&of his ſinne in the letter 


-In primis hominibus narura humana peccavit, ac per hoc naturz humanz nulla nocu- 
Ere peecata niſi ſua, 1b, ex Auguſt, 781742, L, I. 6. 10, 
and 
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and formality ot itimpuced to his potterity, fo that for 
ſach imputation they ſhould be deſtroyed; the former you 
grant, thc latter you conceive will neyer be proved, 

Dying babes then are innocent in regard of imputation 
of Adams at ; It is nothing bur the guile that .is derived, 
not the a(t, It is the guilt, not the #4 Whether doe you 
not in this anſwer deny the imputation of Adamy finne 
with the Pel22:4:f and fo the orthodox tenet , which 

is the imputa:ion of Adams (inns? I demand whether fin Oy _ 
and guilt be one andthe (ame thing with them? Whether peccaum im- 
_ not ſinne t9 be imputed, and to be held with the gailt, purari, & reatu 
anotber and diitin& thing : and whether they be not di> "i. 
ſinguiſhed in Divinity? 

You denying the imputation of Adams a&, as Biſhop 
did againſt Mr. Perkzns, ſhould have told us (as Bilkop 
Abbot iaith to that Popiſh Biſhap)) how it is true that the 
Apoſtle ſaith, T hat by Adams diſobedience we are made ſin- See P. 495. 
ners, For b ww ſbould we be made ſinners bythe diſobedience, but 
for that bus diſobedience is imputed to u? 

Adam (faith the fame Author) bare the perſon of all man= 
kind either ſtanding to ſtand for all,or falling to fall for all, being 14.ib, 
to beget children according to bis image— therefore when be ſin- 
ned, we all being in bu loynes (4s Bellarmine ſaith) ſinned in 14, iv, 
him and by bim,and bis ſinne by imputation lieth upon us all, 

For ((aith Dottor Whitaker) bis Iphus enim voluntas noſtra fuir cjuſque 
will w45 ors, and therefare hys tranſ= igimr cranſgreſſio nora eſt, wide at = 
greſſion us ours : becauſe be is nit con» ut homo unus conhderatur, fed ut radix 
ſidered as one man, but as the roote of CES þ nb an ao vir 
mankind, in which we all were VIrt* ramas anus ille homo. Dr. Whitaker 4 
ally included, and as Augultine ſaith, orig-pec.p.43- De pec.mer, gy remiſ.l.z. c,1o, 
we al! were that one man, 

For neither ſbould we be held either | ous j- _ reaty ___ iniquicare 
with wilt or iniquity contrated 4< contracia teneremun, n:f1 ille aftus quo 
ohercences nnleſe tht off by which on Rein riolas impure 
Adam violated Gads proogt » ſhould "PAIR 
be, by imput ation, aſcribed to us, 

Here you ſee, in the doQrine of this great Divine, is the 
aft and guilc, both, and it there uy no more but imputa- 
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tion of that a&, here is enough to cleare Gods jultice in 
deſtrution of babes. 

Oneſt.19. How ſuch as deny the imputation of Chriſtsrighteouſs 
nes (viz, inthe letter and formality of it ) to beleeters, dve hereby 
aſcribe as much juſtification by it to infidels and reprobates 4s be- 
leevers themſelves: when faith is maintained to be the meanes of 
bringing men into communion with Chriſt , and to give him part 
in that great benefit of Redemption purchaſed for tbe world ? 

Anſw. Y ou ſeem to me to doe ſo,when as what you give 
faith notwithſtanding, youdeny in the former part com- 
munication of Chriſt: righteouſnefſe to juſtification, and 
our being made juſt by it commuaicated, which ſheweth 
what you give to. be bur in word and tongue, for a co= 
lour and | en Still'faith juſtifieth, not relatively to the 
obje&, applyingitas an hand,but in a proper ſenſe. Nei- 
therdoe you make the rightcouſneſſe of Chriſt, as the meri- 
rorious cauſe, ſo that by which, imputed, we are juſt,juſt ag 
the Papiſts, whoſe confutation you ſhallmecte with after, 
by our learned Divines, 

Oreſt, 20. and 21. But how car My Walker hold it a mi- 
it the to ſay,that juſtification and life are promiſed upon conditi= 
on of beleeving? | 

For my part, | ſappoſe he may ſay ſo in a found ſenſe. 
And to your argument, either they are promiſed abſolutely, or 
on condition of ſomewhat elſe , or of beleeving, or not promiſed 
at all, 

1. I anſwer, They arepromiſed to faith in Chriſt, that 
is,faith taking in the righteouſnelle of Chriſt, 

2. Itis not madeto every faith,not to a meere aſſent to 
the revelatiun,not to your faith of a proper ſenſe(thuugh 

ou call it faith in Chriſt) when as it doth not asa hand 
bring home the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt by which I am ju- 
ſtified. The faith you ſpeake of infoldeth not the objeR, 
but oppoſerh it in this effeQ jultification. Faith in a pro- 
per ſenſe (lay you) is imputed, and not the righteouſneſſe 
of Chriſt, 
Neicher doth Mr. Falker hang ont @ flag of defiance to 
the ortbodox ;, you doe in your whole bulinefſe, Do&or 
Dounham- 


CE * 
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Domnham calling faith a condition, taketh it with irs obje& 

asall the relt you mention, againſt your ſenſe, whom they 

oppoſe as they doe the Papiſt. Sv; 
arken and learne, mins ſpeaking of the covenant Cuyus condiio 

of grace, ſaith, whoſe condition is found out of ws in Chriſt, bare Yigg Fa 

and there he ſaith, that by that apprehended by faith we are ;jqq,.p. 95g 4 

Juſt, &c. 8, Set} 3, 

Faith wont to be conſidered two Fides in Scripturis & apud Parres duobus 


: : odis conlide rari foler , proprie ſecundum 
2ajes, in the Scriptur _ =_ , | 
gta ve TIfuver aus —— naturam fidei fimpliciier; alecro bgurategid 


the F athers, properly according to the ft, weraleprice & correlative, qua tdes ap- 
nature of faith ſimply, another fign- prehendic objetum ſuum, &c, poſteriori 
ratively, that v, by F metalepſts, and dicicur fola juſtihcare, Trelcat, p85. 
correlatively, & faith apprebendeth the objec, &c. in the laſt 

ſenſe it 1s ſaid alone to- juſtifie. 

Our juſtification 1 net with the Nequidem juſtificatio nottra eſtcam con» 
condition of faith, as faiths an habit —_ ps. qua- fears - _ ai 
, ', bis, ſed. qua exrra nos Chriſtum appre- 
in ws, but as out of us it appprebendeth |, 1 þ. 88. P 
Chriſt. 

When as faith #s an infirun 
a” : / - wy fl } _y Cum fidcs inftrumentum fir, non mirum 
it 1 no wonaer uf, which us the na» oc quz initrumencorum ratioeſt numen $ 
ture of inſtruments, the name and ofs officium © cujus inftrumentum eſt, ci attri» 
foce of the thing who/e inſtrument it zs, buirur. 14, p. 8g, 
be given unto it. | 

Chriſt as 10 be applied, is the condition of the covenant. Qua. applicans 


Chriſt is the obje@ of ſaith, ſaith Emtber, yea rather in faith I 


Chriſt himſelfe is preſent. 109. AdGal 64.2: 
Hence Bucanms. And bow is Etquomodo ad juſtiriam impuratur ? non. 
faith imputed to righteonſneſſe 7 not abſoluce, led relative , cum hides non. ſola. 


. . 4 ſed cum objefto ſao ihxo intelligi 
tine! zjeto crucihxo intelligiturs 
abſolutely, but relatively, bec ſe faith quemadmodum .manus quz recipit theſaa | 


not alone, but with bis c ru-ified objett rum donatum non ditat, fed theſaurus, Buc 
» underſtood, as an hand which recei= adg. 35. ; "oO 
veth a treaſure given, dith not make rich, but the treaſure, 

This you account perilous, and preached againit ir my 
hearing once, y on cannot indure it to be ſetforth with its 
objett Chriſt, or it to have the nature-of an hand, which 
yet isan ordinary orthodox expreſſion: and to that of Ba- Ad Gal.p:65;24 
canys for your hearers fake, I will give you an account of 


divers.. Faith juſtifieth (faith Latber) becauſe it apprebendeth 
My; aud. 


# 
» 
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and poſſeſſeth thys treaſure, even oy preſent. | 
berefare Chriſt apprehended by faith, and dwelling in the 
heart of the true Chriſtian, is the true Chriſtian righteouſneſſe, 


Ih. p ſeq. for the which God counteth uw righteous, and giveth us eternall 
life. 
Ib, " Becauſe thou belceveſt in me, ſaith the Loyd, and thy faith 
lazeth bald upon Chriſt, &c. therefore be tho juſt ified and righ- 
1e0us, 


Hinc hahemus primum quo ſenſu juſtihi- F fence we bave firſt in what ſenſe 
cationem hdei tribuimus, quarenus videlicer 2Pe £20 nutification to faith, forſootb 
ea Chriſtum ampleftizur & applicat. Unde (5 farre 44 it imbraceth Chriſt and 
Bet. (in confeif, Major art 3.C. 4.)0- av9/jet) him JVhence Beza cglleth it, 


cat unicum illud inftrumentum quo Je- — . 
ſum Chriſtum oblatum apprehendimns,& that onely initrument by which we a 


vas unicum ad cum percipjiendam compa- prebend Chr iſt offered, the one!y weſſe ll 
pararum: & poſt. art.7.Quum ex Paulo affic- provided torecezvehim And after nþen 
—_— _ ſola ro CEE hve _ a as out of Paul we affirm 1s to be juſt ifi- 
ine operibus juſtihcari (ſunt enim hec [y- ' woes. 

nonyma )non eſt hoc diftum perinde accipi- ed,only by fail s or by f aith,or n thout 
endum ac fi diceremus, fidem efſe quandam 79” ker, (for ! eſe ave of the Jam: ſrg- 
virturem qu#: no in nobis coram Deo ju» xification ) this ſaying is not ſo to be 
Aificer; id enim eflſer hdem ſubhttirnere in 10 - underſtood, as if we ſaid faith to be 
cum Jeſu Chriſti, quj unus eſt noſt;a perſe- | 25. rt which juſt feeh ws in 


a & integra juſtiria. Verum ira loquimur, _. ) 
cumApoſtolo, & fide ſola nos juitificari di. 9 ſelves before God, for that were 


cimus £0 quod ampleAtiicur cum qui nos ju- #0 ſubſtitute faith in the Place of Fe- 
Ntikcat, nempe Jeſum Chriſtum, quo cum (us Cbrift who alone is our perfett md 
nos unir & copular, ut fimus & iphus & om- whole righteouſneſſe. But we ſo ſpeake 


nium<jus bonorum participes ; quz qui- _ 
dem nobis impurara prorſus ſufficiunt ad hoc with the Apoſtle, and we ſay we are 


ar coram Deo abſolvamur & pro juſtis «n- j#ſtified by faith alone, becauje it doth 
ſeamur, Cham 1.22.c.2.Se#,14. imbrace him, who doth juſt ifie ws, that 
is, feſws Chriſt, with whom it doth unite and couple us that we 
may be partakers both of him and all bus goods, which indeed be= 
ingimputed to us a.togetber ſuffice to thus that we may be abſolved 
before Grd, and be accounted for juſt men. 
Where he citeth Bell, alſo,laying downe the ſtate of the 
Quam gratiam queſtion, who giveth to Proteltants.. Which grace faith 


hdcs credendo k . ; , 4 
ecipic + four by beleeving recetveth : as woen a poore man receiueth an almes 


cum manu pauperelcemoſynama divirerecipir, ca manus recipiens clecmoſynam non 
eſt ipſa e!eemoſyna, neque cauſa efticiens eleemoſynz, neque propter ipſam— (cd ſolum 
relative concurrit ad elcemoly nam obtinendam, quoniam dare & accipere fur relata. 

of 


ry A. + > OOPS moe wr SEAMET ART om ow evo ooo oo 


Parti, The Detirimeof Faſt ifitation vieartd, 

of a rich man with bis band, that bend receiving the albnet, 5 

not the alimes it ſelfe, no# the efficient canſe of the almes, nor for 

it but it onely concurreth relatively to obtain the almies , be- 

cauſe to give and receive are relates. Non male, nift 
£22.16, To which report of Bellarnrine Chamier noteth, "—_— = 

He duth it not evilly, but that, that phraſe, to concarre relatively, phralis apud 

is unheard of among ſt us. nos inaudita, 
It ought rather to be named rel x- ' . ominati, id eſt, 

13vely, that ws, ſo farre forth at faith un fuo obje- 

is conſidered with ts objeft, as when Qo, ut cum dicicur Eccleſia ſuper tide Petri 


tbe Church # (aid to b ded fundara apud vereres: nos alias cvicimus in” 
> - xorag7) vn _O_ = rerprerandum de. Clviſto, quem. tides Petra 
X 4 confeſfa crat, 1h. 


thers, We bave elſewhere evifted the 
place, to be interpreted of Chrift whom Peters faith confeſſed. 


Junius, Br correlatively as they yg... _1iverantumur loquuntur, qua» 
ſpeake, as it apprebendeth the merit tens mericum Chriſti apprchendir,anquam 
of Chriſt as the hand of a begger rams mendici eleemoſynam. De juſtif 
dvth the almes, Sezt.16. 

T o conelude, that we may expound Denique ut metonymiam hanc quam < 
this metonymy by as evident a ſimili= videniſhimo poſfemns fmili exponamus;h- 


» faithis as 5 des eſt ranquam manus,aut ranquam loculus 
yo ww. 3 fabbir or i wot apprchendens theſaurum gratiz quam Deus 


the band, or as the purſe apprebending ,pis exhiber in Chriſto Jeſu. Cominent. adf 
the treaſure of grace, which God gi- Heb. 0. 11. 
weth to us in Jeſus Chriſt, 

Peter Martir, And alſo faith it ſelfe, Quin eriam fides ipſa, fi qua noftrum opus 


of > - — eſt conhdererur, ea juſtihcari non poſſtmus 
if it be conſidered as it 1 our worke, ace pat bee wakcamlt knperhbibig MN 


we cannot be juſtified by it, ſeeing tt det aitit ; ſed%ilta juſtifi- 

a worke both lame and imperfett, farre —- CS Dei, & Chriſh 

worſe then he requireth. But we ſay juſtitiam meriraque per ipſam apprehendi- 

we are juſtifeed by it a1 weapprebend us & applicamus. L. de juſtif. Sett.8. 

and app'y the promiſes of God and Chriſt: righteouſnes & merits. Reſpondemus 
We anſwer, that which we have often elſewhere ſaid, faith ( ſanh the ſame 


41 it is a worke doth not juſtifie ; for it hath that not from any mn Noth 


ftreugh of i 15 owne, but from its objet. For, from the death of |. 1: .inus. 6 


dem quarenus ops eſt non juſtificare; id enim haber non ex vialiqua ſua: ſed ex objeftos. 

ex morre enim Chriſt; promiſſionibus Dei juſtiria in nos derivacur : ira mendicus reci- 

pit elcemoſynam mann leproſa vel ctmenta non tamen qua manum haber ira iufr- 

—_ leproſam— fidem ad haunc uſum faftam cfſe & inftituam 43 Deo, 16. Se8.. 
» (9 71+ 


Chriſt, 


The Dottrine of Fuſtification cleared, - Part 1, 
Chriſt, the promiſes of God, tpanine is derived to w. Sg 
the receiveth an almes with a leprous hand, or that which is 
bloudy, yet not as be hath an hand 6 infirme and leprous, mes 
F aith was made and inſtituted of God to this uſe, 

Bee Getherd, This Sir is the Proteſtant renet, as faith taketh in the 

de juNtif. Wet. obje& it is a condition, and (o it juſtifieth, rej:ting this, 

751. p.658. youdeſert them,and joyn with the Papiſts,and Arminians 

Conditio pre - y , . bet ; : 

ita, inftrg. WPO calling faith a condition performed, an initrument : 

mencum, they allow it an inſtrument in a fon - = Yet adde 
| einftru. 7297 45 if faith performed were made 

I. 

cut manu apprehendimus aur attrahimus re- ſtrumentall aftion, by which as with 

miſſionem: nugz,8tc, Remonſt. ex Cenſ.c. 19. ,y bind we a prebend and draw to 

p- I12, us remiſſion: hi are toes. 

Def. Mr Wortos Neither is there feare of his agreement with Fewes, Pa- 

p. 34+ ans, and Mahometans, concurring with him in this (that 

xo pry faith in Chriſt (as hath beene (aid) is the condition of Ju- 

bus— Eccleſia ſtification. 

Chriitia Judz= And if you beleeve Parews, who of this queſtion we di- 

Ins = ſpute ſaith. T his is ——_—_ et = the Churches 

games "he: of Chriſt are ſeparated from ewes, 4 urkesgand Pagans, Where 

4 "al hrs laid downe the difference he addeth. : 

Evangelica vero Ecclcha talem formalem Truly tbe Proteſt ant Church dareth 
cauſam juſtificarionis non magis auder op- xo more to oppoſe ſich a formall cauſe 
ponere judicio Dei. (He ſpraketh of faith nor of juſtification to the judgement of 


apphing Chriſt pr in a relative ſenſe) quam ;+ - WY 292 
ed ign me credic ſe Mo ol tide, God, then ſt ubble to the fire : but it be= 


gratis impurara juſtitia propter Chritti me- leeve! b ſhe us juſtified fre e ly by imputed 
rium. righteou/neſſe,for the merits of C briſt. 

Thus have T anſwered your queries which were no an- 
ſwer but tergiverſation, and an argument that they were 
too hot for you ina diret way to meddlewith. 

My next taske is to examine your arguments, Mr. Wy, 
anſwer, &c. And here paſſing theentrance in which there 
is much very w#nſavonry, with collateral inpertinencies,which 
your ſelfe rightly conceive, are but the crude and mdigeſted 
ebullitions of unnaturall beate and paſtion, indeed vaine- 
glorious babling, deſerving rather pity, then examination, 

Mr. G, 2'g%- gr as mach as reading. 
_— And cometo the arguments, The 
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The famme of your fix argument as you give it,is. m- 
putation of ſaith is in a proper ſenſe, becauſe the phraſe is ſo of< 
ten uſed in this chapter without alter ation or : whereas 
the imputation of Chriſts righteouſneſſe hath not the leaſt reliefe 
either from ſound of words or ſight of letter in the Scriptures. 

Mr. W. anſwereth, T ropicall ſpeeches may be often repeated, 
and are in Scriptare, as Jer. 26. v, 3. 13, 19. & Gal. 3, Where 
faith is uſed ten times in an improper ſeuſe, Therefore often 
repeating doth not prove a proper acceptation, What 
ſay you to this? Forfooh, the concluſion indefinitly taken and 
in the generall # unqueſtionably true, What then is become 
of your argument? and what will helpe you ? 

You anſwer, Auguſtines rzle approved by Diviner. That 
a lizerall and proper ſenſe in Scripture 1s ſtill to be preferred 
where there 14 no neceſſuy of rejeFting it , or ſubſtituting an im- 
proper ſenſe inſtcad of it. You ſay, in the places inſtanced in, 
there 14 need of a trope,but not ſo bere, neither reaſon nor religion 
contraditting it. 

Bur Sir you cannot be ignorant but this interpretati- 
on of yours is againſt reaſon and Religion tao in the 
judgement of all Proteſtant Divines (except heretofore ex- 
cepted) improved by many arguments in Sybrandws againit 
Bertizs, through al _ One calleth it a blaſphe- 
mous herefte, and witneſſeas many as are for tke imputa» 
tion of Chriſts righteouſneſſe, and therelative ſenſe : and 
that faithdoth jultifie as an inſtrument taking in the ob- 
je&: ro them you mult firſt anfwer. 

Beſides, is there not mention of imputation of righ- 
teouſnefſe as well as impuration of faith ? verſ. 6, & 11, It 
cannot be faith in a proper ſenſe, thatis but inherent and 
imperfe& righteouſheſſe. It may be then the righteouſneſſe 
of Chriſt. 

It Mr. Walker faith fo, he is not alont, as before. 

Yea, there is ground , "ſeeing by the righteouſneſle of 
Chriſtin the word, we are faid to be conſtituted righteous, 
Rom. 5.19. and where heis ſaid to be made wnto us of God 
righteouſnes, and we the righteouſneſſe of God in bim.For which 
we havethe ſtreame of Proteſtants againit P apiſts, Arminians 
and Socinianzs, as before, N Is 


Mr. G. 
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.. Is therenort ground when as hereby God is declared 
5ſt in juſtification? which juſtice faith in a proper ſenſe, 
deſtroyeth, as Mr. Forbs, and betore, ſeeing faith in it ſelfe 
is to divine judgement but as itubble to fire,needeth a cove- 
ring, and muſt be juſtified as well as the perſon and other 
workes. Here is the Advocate with the Father, Feſus Chriſt 
the juſt, the juſt for the unjuſt. What doe you but not ſub- 
mit to the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, that which is by faith, and 
eſtabliſh 2 worke, your owne worke, ſo is faith ? 

IN Wecleare that place againſt Papilts, as before, ſo doth 
Pens tun Calvine, as in Bellarmine. Weanſwer thus to the Papilt. 
fidem reputari, to whom D-or Day Sed frivola eſt hzc objeftio; nam nihil ufiratius quam 
cauſe applicanti illudtribucre quod propric & immediate pertiner ad rem applicar$ :quia 
igitur fides applicat & apprehendir nobis Chritti juſtiriam, id fidei iphi rribuitur, quod 
reapſe Chriſto deberur; p. 391. Pare formar argumentum. Cui hdes imputarur ad. 
juſticiam is juſtificarur,non Bc. Sed juſtiria gratis impurata Abrahe & cuivis credenti im- 
putatur fides. Ergo, p. 484. &c. 1. Licer hdes quz imputatur ad juſtiriam non fir ju- 
Aicia Chriſti abſolute; eſt ramen relate, quia juititiam quam in Chriſto quzrit, ſeu quiz 
juftiriam Chriſti bi applicar, de qua Apoſtolus , Rom, 5, 28, Fide juſtificamur, aut pro- 
pric qua qualitas, aut Mcton) mice quay &c. non proprie,ergo Meronymice, Parew Ca- 
ſtigein Luc. 
Adartic. quart. This is one of Arminius his arguments, who as he is 
P. 297+ for the propriety of the words, mentioneth the repetiti- 
on of the phraſe againſt the figurative ſenſe. 
And thus have before I was aware anſwered what Mr. 
Walker called your ſecond argument alſo, to what you 
mention done elſewhere, there alſois the anſwer ; for my -. 
partT know no other righteouſneſſe then that of the Law 
or Chriſt : and if it be righteouſneſſe, and not of the Law, 
I meane our inherent righteouſneſſe, it muſt be Chrilts 
who was the. end of the Law, for righteouſneſſe 10 ſuch as 
beleeve. 
Finis perhci= That for which, or the ſcope of the Law , the fulfiling of 
ens,the end P'r* 5, The Law therefore hath this end, that thoſe that doe the Law 


oY tote and live rightly ſbould be jnſtified. T hat end Chriſt alone attai- 


T3 5 #r:xg proprer quod,yvel ſcopum Legis,mza&iuoy complemenrum. Lex ergo hunc ha- 

ber nem ur facientes [,.cgem & reQe vivences juſtificarentur; illurs finem ſolus afſequurus 

eſt Chriſtus,&: nos afſequrmur dum fide eum apprehendimus, Irain Chriſto exhiberur & 

preſtarur vera juſtitia quam Lex requirit, modo in eum credamus, ut air Apoſtolus, Om- 

ni credenri : offerrur enim quidem juſtitia omnibus, donatur autem & imputarur ſolis cre- 

dentibus, Dr, Toſl.ad 10. c& Rom, ; ned 
' - ' 


- 
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Hang. 

But theſe things diligent'y conſide- 
red manifeſtly ſhew what 1s under= 
ſtood by the word the Juſtice of God, 
Forſooth that perfect and moſt high in- 
tegrity - of the humane nature, with 
which every ane is indowed (but it is 
given to them that beleeve in him, who 
z5 abſolutely indowed with thus integri- 
ty according to the fleſp for our ſakes, 
a5 it ſhall be afterwards declared.) 
He is preſented before God as the Apo- 
file ſpezketh, boly, unblamable , and 
unreprovable. Thattherefore is ſaid to 
be the. juſtice of God, not onely becauſe 


it 1« the free gift of God, or becauſe God in giving this ſhew= 
eth bimſelfe truly juſt (that #s faithfull and true) but alſothat 


ned, aud we attaineit when 4s we þ poder bim by faith. Sy in 
Chriſt there is given and performed true righteouſneſſe which the 
Law required, ſo we beleeve in him, as the Apoſtle ſaith,T o every 
one that beleeveth: for truly righteouſneſſe is offered to all, but gi- 
ven and imputed onely to be'eevers, Where alſo be ſaith, nothing 
imperfelt or Lame can be called the righteouſneſſe of God Juſti- 


Nihil imperſe- 
um aur man- 
cum poreſt dici 
juſticia Dei ju- 
ſiihicans, 1d.ib, 
173. 


Hzc aurem diligenter confiderara mani” 
feſte dicunr, quid vocabulo jultitiz Dei in” 
relligarur, perfetta nimirum illa & ſumma in” 
regricas humanz nature, qua quiſque dona- 
rus eſt (donatur aurem credentibus in cum, 
qui hac integritate ſecundum carnem abſo- 
luciſſime predirus eſt noftri cauſa ur poſtea 
declarabirur ) fiſtirur  coram Deo ax @, 
dunus X eavvynAnnes, utloquitur Paws 
Col. 1, 22. id cit ſans, inculpatus & qui 
nulliuscriminis pofſic poſtulari, Ea igitur A 
Paulo dicitur juſticia Dei, non modo quia 
graruirum eſt Dei donum,aut quia hanc lar. 
giendo, Deus ſe vere juſtum (id eft, fidelem 
ac veracem) przſtat, ſederiam ur opponarur 
juſtitix hominum ſive ex operibus,qua teſta« 
rur David neminem juſtihcari, 


it may be oppoſed to the righteoxſneſſe of men, or of workes , by 
which David teſtifieth no man can be juſtified, 


_  Sef, 17. But:to the ſecond Ar 
andyaine words nota few) which (3 


gument (paſſing bitter 
aith,the ſcope off the A= Mr. G.p.66. 


poſtle is to put menby the falſe way of Juſtification which lies 
through workes , and to diſcoper the true way , that is to make 
hnovene what they muſt doe , what be requires of them to 
Juſtification, and will accept of them inſtead of the workes of 
tbe Law, and that is it which be bere ſaith is imputed for 
righteouſneſſe. Now faith in the proper and formall ſignifica- 
tion 3s that which they muſt doe, &e, and therefore # faith in 
a proper ſenſe to be accounted for righteouſneſſe. 
Againſt this one exception is, that yu - contradict your wy, yy. 


felfe, for tbe doing you-urge is but the way of workgs, ſo that 
it 1s not, and yet #4 the way, it is the true and falſe way, botb. 
N 2 


To 
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P. 6, To this you anſwer, that Chriſtcalleth fairha worke, John 
x 6. 29. this is the worke of God, that yee beleeve in himwhom be 
bath ſent. 

To this Tanſwer , the words are acknowledged, and 
that beleeving is a work, receiving andapplying is a work, 
and what is required there , fo efewhere explained, Fobn 
1. 12, but deny faith to be Gods way, as a worke in a pro- 
per ſenſe, oppoſed to the righteouſnefle of Chriſt its objet 
2s accepted of God for righteouſneſle inſtead of the works 
of the Law. I doe not, nor canthinke that the meaning 
of Chriſt, Gods judgement #4 according to truth, it were not 
ſo if he ſhould account that ſo which is not, or accept of 
ſuch an imperfe& worke for the righteouſnefſe of the Law, 
of which before. 

Then a man ſhould be juſtified by a worke, which is de- 
nied by many other plaine Scriptures, your ſefe acknow- 
ledging it a falſe way, and the word, mot of workes of righte= 
ouſneſſe which we bave done, Tit. 3. $. of which place Sy- 
brands anſwering Bertivs your Arminian Prince obje&ing 

Firmiffima et the ſame text ſaith, that ſpeech of the Apoſtle (not of workes 

enim illa Apo- of righteouſneſſe wbich we have done) " moſt rme : your in- 

Ntoli oratio. rexpreration then-muſt be falſe, who alſo there citerh Cal- 
vine (of Papilts:) the words at full are theſe, 

Cavillantur in eo quod fides alicubi a__ At the laſt when they are weary 
vocatur,atque inde nos perperam operibus of wreſting the Scripture they fall fo 
hdem opponere. Quaſi vero hides quarenus ſubriltier and ſophiſticall arguments. 
Obedientiacſ Divinz voluntatis, ſuo merito They eavill _ that faith 5 
nobis juſtitiam conciliet, ac non potius quod —_— » that faith is 
wiſericordiam Dei ampleftendo Chriſti juſti- 77 ſome places calle4 a workeghat we 
tiam ab co nobis oblatam inevangelii predi- doe wrong fully ſet faith as contrary to 
catione cordibusnoſtris obſigner. £.3. Inf. workes. As though forſooth ſaith in 
15.Seth,to. what it is anobeying of the will of God, doth with her owne de- 
ſerving procure unto 5 righteonſneſſe, and not rather becauſe by 
imbyacing the mercy of God, it ſealeth to our hearts the righte- 
onſneſſe of Chriſt offered to us by him in the preaching of the. 
Goſpel. 

And here though you hold-it not-meritorious , yet a 
worke, and - itto the rightcouſneſſe of Chriſt offe= 
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who is the end of the Law for righteouſneſſe, as but now: 
Which the Law not being able to fit ns with , we have 
from Chriſt. Faith in the relative ſenſe, as Sybr.there both 
out of Melanfhon and Calvine, Hearken to the Homily, 
$0 that # John the Baptiſt although be were never ſo vertnous 
and godly a man, yet in this matter of forgiveneſſe of ſinne, be 
did put the people from him, and appointed them nmo Chriſt, 
ſaying thus mnto them, Behold yonder #s the L ambe of God which 
taketb away the ſins of the world : even ſo as great and @ goilly a 
wertue # the lively fzith 55, yet it ws from felt and re- 
mitteth or appointcth us unto Chriſt, for to bave onely by bim ve- 
miſſion of our ſins or juſtification, Sothat our faith in Chriſt ſaith 
w71t0 5 as it were thus. 1t 1s not I that take away your fins, but it 
Chriſt onely, and to bim onely T fend you for that purpoſe; 
Faith thus conſidered , though but as a leaprous and 
weake hand,may doe the ſame, ſo that ſtill you are intan- 
gled by your proper ſenſe of fairh. 
Neither can you eſcape to ſay,by workes excluded 3s meant 
Jonnrd of werkes, at is done with an opmion of deſerving 
# ion. 
Wo sif the Apoſtle onely diſputed againſt their merit or 
opinion of deſerving, we know they deſervenot, and muſt 
have pardon themſelves, The difpure is againſt them fim- 


ply as cauſes, to keepe this crowne onthe head of Chriſt | 


elone, which that leaprous hand faith and a& of receiving 
doth, without oppoſition to Gods free grace or Chriſts 
righteouſheffe; thus faith eſtabliſherh grace and the righ- 
teouſneſſe of Chriſt to Gods jultice, Rom, 3.24, 25 "Ke. 
and the Law to boote, ver/. ult, cndacks 

That phraſe of faith ina proper ſenſe, ar a worke accepted 
of God for,and inſtead of ibe work of theLaw,jis down right the 
Arminien tenet,& deſtroyeth as Tconceive,the righteouſnes 
of Chriſt, making his doings and ſufferings voidand vaine; 


For to whatend, it the condition be faith in a proper 
ſenſe, and that inftead of the righteonſneffe of the Law? 
- ol Wn, no uſe,unlefſe = be ſaid to be a meritorious caule of 
aith beingſach a condition,and ſich acceptation, agOfte- ; 
redys before, N 3. ” Once 


> 


The Lordthere callerh for faith inthe objeft himlelte, 


2. Parr, ſerm, 
Sal V.P-1 $.fne, "y 


P, 68. 
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P, 6$, 
Mr, Goodw, 


2, Treat,p. 47. 
48, 


Once it deſtroyerh'thejaſtice of God with Which it will 
never ſtand to accept what is weake and imperfeR, finſull 
in thatreſpe, for perfe& obedience due unto the Law. 

Before] goe on, thole words are conſiderable. Swrely 
to ſerve, worſhip, and belecve in Feſws Chriſt 4s Mediatowr, are 
juſt and lanfull, yet no workes of the morall Law, nor was A= 
dam in his innocency bound unto them ? 

To paſſe that of Adams obligation, which was obedi- 
ence.to what ever the Lord did or ſhould propole unto 
him, and-that though it be not in the Law originally it 
may bein the. Law as.ititands, with additions and jim- 
provements, as yoa diltinguiſh. 

Give me leave as unfatished to propoſe ſome queſtions 
to you nowand to intreat your anſwer. I freely acknow- 
ledge youa learned man; anſ{yerſatisfaCtorily, & eris mi- 
bi magnus Apollo. + , | 

1, Whether the ſecond Perſon in Triniy, Jeſus Chriſt,Gods 
ſon,were not from eternity, ſet and choſen Mediatour,God giving 


ws tobim for life eternall, be accepting of the ſame? 


2, Whether ſince the fall that eternall purpoſe be not revealed, 
and Chriſt to be bim in whom alone is, and ever was eterndll life 

for bis Church, men and Angels? ', 

3. Whether as Mediatonr be be not to be worſhipped ? and 
whether it be not GodsCommandement through the word 
in all times, as hewas made knowne in the (ameunder the 
notion of an Angel, Gods Sonne, &c. by gbedience, faith, 
hope, love, feare, joy, ſubjeCtion, prayer, and praiſe and 
now with the obſervation of the Lords day, our Chriſtian 
Sabbath to his his honor and righteouſnes, Rom, 14.18, his 
ſervice : and whether theſe be, or which are, or which not 
Ot © FIR | 

4. Whether worſhip and ſervice to Gad in Jeſus Chriſt 
be required: in the morall Law, ſuch faith , hope, love, 
feare, joy, obedience, prayer, prayſe, ornot ? and what 
are the differences, andif why worſhip of Chriſt ſhall-þe 
excluded? Whether worthip of God out of Chriſt be ge+ 
quired, or abrogated? 

5+ Whether if it be not in the morall Law, it falleth 


under 


l 
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under the Judiciall Law, or -Ceremoniall Law, or be a 
Counſel, or is the Goſpel a Law ? | 

6. It to ſerve and worſhip Chriſt bejuſt, &c. How can 
itnot fall under the rule of juſtice, which I take to be the 

morall Law ? 

7, If not, how isthat a perfe& and exaQ rule of works 
and worſhip, as Mr, Bradſb. p.43. the ſumme of what us to 
be done ? 

8. Whether Chriſt and his Apoſtles ever commanded 0- 
ther worſhip.- I, or the Prophets then Moſes ? 

9. Whether the firſt Commandement doth not re- 
quire worſhip according to the will of God ? 

10. Whether thoſe words, I am the Lord thy God, pre- 
fixed tothe Commandements, be not the tenour of Gods 
covenant in Chriſt, to which there mult be a ſutable an- 
ſwer? 

11, Whether any Commandement in the decalogue 
hath more requiſites of a morall Law, then faith and 
worſhip of Chriſtas Mediatour ? 

12, Whether faith being a cauſe, a roote, a mother of 
all gond, an eſpeciall requifite to make them good, be not 
required in the ſame Lawes where thoſeworkes are 

13, Whether faith in the worſhip of Chriſt the Media- 
tour, be not that ſame worſhipand honour that is given 
ta God the Father and the bleſſed Spirit? So that both or 
neither are morall ? And howelſeis it that the conſtant 
praftice of the Churches is in prayer to beginne in the 
name of Chriſt,and to end, to whom with thee and the Spirit 
be glory ? 

I findeit written that all ſboxeld honowr the Sonne even as 
they honour the F ather, and that bc that bunoureth not the Sonne, 
bunoureth not the F ather that ſent him, John 5.23. And,Tee 
beleeve in God, beleeve in me alſo, John 14. 1. And that, Jeſus 
cried and ſaid, He that beleeveth on me, heleeveth not on me,hut 
on bim that ſent me, John 12.44. I finde that in righteouſ= 
neſſe, the grace and workes of righteouſneſſe, Chriſt ;s ſer= 
ved, Rom. 14,18, 13, I finde thatas grace is from God the 
Father and our Lord Feſws Chriſt, 1 Cor. 1.3. ſo that the 


glory 
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glory of it. appertaineth ro both, 

I tindethoſe praiſed Divines' of Leyden, doubting left 
the Remonſtrams (naming the title of their eleventh Chap. 
of faith in Feſws Chriſt) would have faith in Chriſt ano- 
ther from faith in God the Father, and in the Holy Ghoſt, to 
which they ſpeake thus, 


Nos enim qui unam fidem no vianusex A- For we who have knowne but one 
poſt, Eph. 4. U, 5. unum eriam rerminum ſo- faith ont of the Apoſtle, Eph, 4.5, 
lam Deum agnoſcimus ; & in Chuiſtum cre- 4,, alſo acknowledge God onely the one 


dimus quia Deus eſt, eandem omnino ob va” : 
——— in Patrem: iraut Chriſtus quare- terms of our faith : and we beleeve in 


nus in cam credimus, fir cum Pacre propriam Chrift becanſe be 15 God, for the ſame 
ac primarium hdei falvince objettam. Erf canſe altogether as in the Father , fo 


enimin Symbolo rofregumn diftinc nos that Chriſt 4; we beletve in him, - 
credere in Patrem,Filium & Spiritum San- 


Atum, non ramen habemns tres iffas diſtintas with the - ather the proper and pri- 
perſonas pro tribus differentibus falvihce mary obje of faith that ſaveth. For 
hdei objeftis; fatemur ramen fidem deberi ons in the Creed we profeſſe dts 
Chriſto ut Propherz, Sacerdoti& Regi no- ſtinitly we beleeve in the Þ atber, Sor, 


iro unico,non aliam ramen officii & aliam 


ratione perſonz, ſed nnam & candem, qua n ; Gh oft, yet _ _ e 

qui recipir Chriſtum, recipir enm qui miſir P7ee iſtin@ per/ons for t wee iffe- 

cum Matth. 10.40.Ideodicit Peru nos per rent or divers objetts of ſaving faith. 

Chriſtum credere Pop pi excitavic cuma Notwithſt anding we confeſſe faith to 
e 


mortuis, & gloriam <i dedir ut fides & ſpes be dan to Clritt. ar 50 cur anel | 
noſtra in Deo eſfer, 1 Per. 1,21, quo loco yrs mely Prophet, 


oftendir objeftum nitimum ſen rerminam f1+ Prieſt, and King, not one becauſe of 
dei noſtrz Deum eſſe, a quo Chrittus diſtin « þ#s office, and another by reaſon of his 
guicur non naturz ſed offica ratione , qua perſon, Inet one and the ſame, by which 


er Filium poſtremis remporibus nobiſcun be that receiverh Chriff, veces . 
Cm eſt Deus, Heb. I..1,  [binulfum ſt, receiveth him 


eſt difcrimen fdei, ſed una hdeg,quz primum that ſent bim, Matth. 10. 40. T here- 
ad Chriſtum $«4»Jpune dircfta, proprer fore Peter teacheth ws by Chriſt to be- 
Chriſtum optima quzque de Parre fibi pol- /eeve 73 God, whg raiſed bim from the 


licerur, in quem alioquin extra Chriitum dead, and gave him glory, that our 
credere ad ſalurem non poſſemus, ideo au- 


thor $& conſummator fidet noſtrz dicicur ab faith and hope might be mGod, 1 Pet. 
Apoſt, Keb. 12.1. Eſt ergo una hdes qua Is 21. In which place be ſbeweth the 
Patrem & Chrifttumcompletimur, quam c- Laſt obje& or terme of over faith to by 
tiam idem Apoſtolus ad Heb, 6. x. appellat God, from row Chriſt is diſtinguiſh 


hdem in Dewmn, 


... ed,not m natuwrebut by reaſon of bis of- 
fice, as God in the laſt times ſpake to us by bis Sonne, Heb. 
1. 1, W bere there is no difference of faith, but one faith,which 
firſt direfed to Chriſt God-man promiſeth to it ſelfe all beſt things 


J 


—_——— 


- 
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- 


of the F ather. for Chriſte ſake, in whone otherwiſe out 'of Chriſt 
we ſhould not beleeve to ſalvation ; therefore is be called the Aw 
thour and finiſber of our faith by the Apoſtle, Heb. 12. 1. T bere- 
fore there is one faith by which we imbrace the F ather and Chriſt, 
which the ſame Apoſile, Heb. 6. rt. caller faith inGid, 
| Where allo they ſay, and prove by places brought to 
that purpoſe, that tbe Socinians deny faith in God and Chriſt 
to be the ſame, | | 


That alſo muſt be confidered, where you ſay by workes, P 
be 


(the falſe way) 3 not \'wmeant whatſoever may \3n at;y: reſpet] 
ſaid to he done by a manhimſeife, if any be upon any 
conſideration required of hin in reference to byt juſtification. 

To which I ay,itiscrue in the Proveſtant ſenſe, taking 
faith in a Relative ſen(e,], and of all graces eſſeas Com 
nions, and preſent with the faith that julttheth;for it'is not 
alone: when(ithultifiech; though it alone juſtifieth, (as 'the 
Learned acknowledge) but then, that any thing but faich 
as an in{trument receiving,ſhould have ciencozvn there 
ſhouldbe fomewhar, any thing, faith it ſclfe, accepted of 
God. inſtead of the workes. of the Law, to juſtification , 
I am afraid to acknowledge. Truely' Sir there is more in 
this firſt heape then I was aware of at firſt ſight,and T think 
you muſt to worke againe. 

Another thing Mr. Halker ——_ againſt, is that 
you lay. God doth not require of u4 the vighteouſneſſe of' Chriſt 
to Juſtification, this berequired of Chriſt bimſelfe. T&which 
you lay, that before Ar. W. ſbeweth the groſſeneſſe of this ers 
rom bimeelfe drops two groſſe errours indeed. 

What is the firſt Þ T bat (ſay you) God requiveth nothing 
of 1s to Juſtification, when as it is notoriouſly knowne that be 
threatuns dammaiion except we beleeve ; and t6trvdn bis faying, 
be cater, Rom. 3. 24. whereas the verſe following quite over- 
throwes it, mherein the condition of faith is expreſſely men- 
tioned. 

L anſ(iver, here is no erronr if you will-anderftand Mr, 
Walker, his meaning is, herequiredno workes or doing of 
ours tor it, it being. done freely by grace # Chriſt , which 
grace will not ſtand with our workes. 
Oo 


i- . Parem cfſe 6- 


Neither 


dem inDeum & 

in Chriſtam, 

Cenſwa. In cap, 

I1.P.154.15 5, 
s 638, 
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Neither doth he deny faith required as a condition in 
a ſenſe, Relatively, or as the hand and inſtrument recgj- 
ving Chriſts righteouſneſſe to juſtification. He denieth jy 
as our-worke, tor, or inſtead of the rightcouſneſſe of the 
Law to juſtification.  » . | 

When you ſay, God tbreatneth damnation, except we be- 
keve, is it not a finne? a tranſgreſſion of the Law? Isit 
not the Law's to miniſter death? It ſeemeth this faith is 
therefore required in the Law. You goe on. 

He (ay you) drops @ ſecond erronr more groſſe then the fore 
mer, ſaying, that faith is y ror to ws for the recei- 
ving, apphing, and injoying Chriſt; righteouſſe, that in faith 
#4 a qualification to ws for beleeving , for what us the recervi 
applying, and injoying the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, but beleeving 
& before obſerved ? | 

1. Here you ſee Mr. F. excludes not faith beleeving as 
a qualification,which was your late charge, your ſelfe di(- 
charge him. 

2. To ſay that a man may receive, that is, apply and in- 
Joy the righteouſneſſe , which receiving is beleeving, he 
mult be qualified, is nv more then to fay, hemuſt have a 
powerthat he may doe; be habitually diſpoſed, that he 
may a, which is fo farre from being an errour, that it is 
impoſlible that a man ſbould beleeve, receive, or apply in 
this kind without faith. 

And with yourleave Sir, faithin a proper ſenſe qualifi- 
eth not, but as inſtrumentall, as an hand ir receiveth and 
injoyeth, it bringeth home treaſure which inricheth, the 
righteouſneſſe of Chriſt which jultifieth. It isſo farfrom 
oppoſition to the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt in juſtification, 
which is your tenet. 

Finally, hereis more granted to faith by you, then an 
aſſent, or work of the underſtanding , which is of ſome 
uſe. 

But let us, zeturne to what Mr. Walker taxed, that is, 
You ſaid, God required not of us the righteonſneſſe of Chriſt 
for juſitfication, this (you ſay) 4r, Walker calr a groſſe er 
rour, and inſtead of proofe, complaineth of it « an barſh, unſa- 


P vory, 


_ 
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Yor), and abjurd phraſe : and that to juſtifie bis complaint, be 
ſaith God =_ not the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, buzaf Chriſt 
bimſelſe, implying he had need, 

1, Ianſwer, Mr. Walker in all chargeth you here but 
with one groſle errour, and if that be made good it is 
ceno he ' 

ay © is true, hecalleth Gods requiring of us the righ- 
teoulneſſe of Chrilt forjultification, abſurd, &e. which he 
ſheweth, and you touch not : ſee the _ 

3- I ſuppoſe what you inferre as' his ponet thereof is 
notſo, nor to that end intended, but a P ine paſling te it 
(as he conceived) a grofle errour,and fo your jeſts p. 70. 
faile, are but irrelativeneſſe and impertinencies. 

Before 1 come to the maine thing (not having your 
writing, I muſt peake to it as it is related) What ifone 
ſhould concradi& your poſition, and ſay,God requires of 
us the righteouſnelſe of Chriſt to juſtification? you ſay be 
requires faith, and faith in Chriſt, a beleeving, which is rece;- 
ving, applying, and injoying. Why may I not put in the ob- 
je& received, applied, and injoyed, the righteouſneſſe of 
Chriſt to juttihe me? Is it not a receiving him,an apply- 
ing him, and injoying him, to juſtification and ſalvation? 
I hope it is with his righteouſneſſe. He that threatneth 
damnation for not receiving, applying, and injoying 
Chriſt, requires of me receiving Cbrift and his. righteoul- 
neſſe alſo to juſtification, as he requiceth that I be juſt, and 
revealeth him our righteouſheſſe , he requireth applying 
and receiving him,putting him on for juſtification;that,or 

rf:&ly to performe the Law,which being impoſſible ic 
1s that; and the Scripture ſaith that by the obedience of one 
I im conſtitmted righteous, Rom, 5+ 19. 

But to the buſinefſe. God - 2910 not b & 1 the righteouſ- 
neſſe of Chriſt for juſtification. This be required of Chriſt bim- 
* : ſo puke, rh he calleth an errour indeed, Ther 
he putreth an Accent. This faith Mr. Wr. implieth Chriſt bad 
need of juſtification,and was bound to fulfill the Law for bimſelfe, 
and ſavoureth of Socinian 'and Samoſatenian bereſie,wbich 
denies Chriſt: Godbead , for if Gps bumane nature ng 

2 om 
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19 : wright, and 
rior ry ad Cl fie Baneef heh, wi we (oe 


of all things ; Who can doubt but in freely Ka, Way wort f 
at ty. at Gods right band from bis birth : # bis taking of our 
nature upon him, was altogether for us: fo bis infirmities, ſuffe- 
riugs, death, and continuance on earth for the performance of alt 
rig confeſs ahd obedience to the nboke Law was for ts, and 
for all the el:& , who of old beleeved in bimto come for them, 
rho doe now belorre # in bim exalted to glory accord to fr hay 
manity. To think or ſay that bethad wed to ;o juitifich 
10 merit by bis righteonf Re e = ate of glory,is m effe& to At? Fe 
was Ood, infinitely wort tos loryjat be was the onely begotten 
Sonne of 'God and Heire f all t ings, Thus Mr. W, alker. 
Here we muſtlay aide tangbing irrelativeneſſe and impere 
tinencies. 
Wharfay you! ro this? ? lt feemerh a groffecrrour by 
whatis fald. 
I copld 1 conceive (Tay you) put fame Overies 'to him, that 
wmld 4 little trouble him to make good the truth thereof in a 
poſtrve Ways 
You'ſhould fitff anſwer, then. propoſt Queries.” Your 
anſwer by Qtettes is but a wile, CrptvcrCition, f will be 
plaine inan ring you, #5 F ſhall be able. 
Oe my How be can prove tba Chrift bad no need of f Fu reps 
wrely Chri Wa a Juſtifie# or righteous prrſan in the 
Sn od, this Tyffifcation ras wot frrperfinpus, or no wiſe £ 
bibs al WE tnk ſuper fluons, we men of the lower / inc 
ering ji to Le fome wayer needfulb. 
alker anfivereth, if Þeſfi —_ be for aſs 
and pardon onal o (as you clftewhere fay } Jakob 

x ſaid to bave need of ruſt on > oe a firmer, to 
ps need 0 Fremiffion of &, Wh 'ch if ic. be ro00 TOO graſſe, 
by it.tnay he proved that he needed not. jutification fot 
himfelte. 

Yea, to be in need of forgivenefſe of ſmnes, and righ- 
tcouS a perſon as aur ſpeake, are pugnantis Seem frontibus 
adverfir, acont diftion.. 

Bur it ſeenieth as'be was a righrevus perf6n,tharwas not 
ſuperſinous, 


I, 


Mr. G. 


Parr T, $ 


mows therefore ſo veedfal, | 

You mult ſay for binfelfe. Bur he needed it wot for 
himſelfe being God, Sonne, God bleſſed for ever, and com» 
eros ws the firſt moment of his conception by per- 

nall amnion wkh'the boy Ghoſt, It was needtull then for 
». He was our Swrery, and in that reſpe&t they might be 
needfull for w, though not for himſe/fe elſe. 

Being our Sxrety, what was our debe malt be paid, it 1:49; i» the 
was neceſſary to our life; our debt was perfe& obedience exanple of Da- 
toGods Law, Ir was alſo death, the wages of our hinneg, Yid in the remiſ- 
to free us from death be mult dis, and be: mult fulfill the {on of Fro tte 
Law, that we may live, by the whole we come to be wholly po wet, -P 


faire, holy, wnreprovable , and unblamable i bu fight , com- 5 the amputation 
pleate. of righteouſnes,, 
- I conceiveourek@jm to ſalvation was by and in hinebe- evIny we 
forethe world as our Mediatour and Surety, and we made any y ye 
accepted in bim Gods beloved one. That he masverilperdained vg of Heaven, 
before the fmindation of the world, ſuch, hut manifeſted in which are the 
the laſt timer (a Lambe without blemi(h orfpot ) for ws who £41 » Z righte- 
by bim doe belteve in God, He was'ſi2 for or rifeng,, fort to to - wo 
and: fov uw. Raiſed mp an borne of ſalvation fir me, birne' ta -w', 1jgh ec ſhall 
PR Where the firine fſe of dime was cone, God fent his enter, Maſter. 
onxe made of 2 Woman, made under the Law to rideente ms Cartwright in 
that are under the Eaw, that we might receive the 4 Rom, 4 v, @. 


ſonnes. Phat his mating ſolef 110 repmtatzon, taking xp 


bim the fiwme of a ſervitnt, bumbling of bun(clfe, Rant "3 231.4 
obedient to death, even the dunth of, anike dearh the Croſſe, 
was for ns. So was his fulfilling al righreon e, and com | 


ming to frlfill the Law, bis commin pf ys on bit als. 
waies doing things phaſeng t» God; thus God purpoſed 
—_ he obeyed. He wat « righteous branch , tbe Lord oy: 


hr Mk grace of our Lord Yr Chi (rich Saint 
\ Tr though be was rich, Jie Oh poore;- that we 


rg pr mi might be wall raby2:Cor: 8.9. Por their 


that o he-fanfiifud. 
hert as the Se tre re-drcg re rin 
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Chriſtus pro nobis eſt incamarus: pro no- 


It the F ather that in bin ſhould all fulneſſe dwell, 
be is Ns of the bedy the Church ; yee are —_—_— in 
him. 

Though therefore it was not uſefull to himſelf for him- 
ſelfe, it was not ſuperfluous, he being our Head,our Aedi- 
afour and Sxrety, It was molt neceſſary for us. What the 
Law conld not doe, God ſent his Sonne, &e, that the righteouſ- 
neſſe of the Law, whatſoever the Law requireth to juſtifi- 
cation, might be fulfilled in us, And thus is he the end of the 
Law for righteouſneſſe to every one that beleeveth, as before 
out of DoCtor Tſe enough to that queſtion : to. the 
ſecond next, which is, 

Deſt, 2. How he would prove Chriſt was not bound to ful- 
fill the righteowſneſſe of the Law for bimſelfe, 

Mr. Walker told you, yon anſwer him not. I may.pro- 
poſe ſome reaſons to your conlideration which perfwade 
me ſo to thinke. : 

1. He had no need of forgiveneſſe of finnes , neither 
was heever forgiven, and ſo had no necd of juſtification, 
which conſfiſteth therein as you hold. 

2, Hedid all for us, our need, being our Swrety, in that 
name he was bound, God ſpared not bis Smne, exatted it, 
andour Lord Chriſt undertooke the worke, and finiſhed 
the worke. 

3- I readin ourlearned-Writers largely obſerved. 

See Polanw, Symphonia Cathol. whoſe Theſis is. 
Chriſt is incarnate for us, he obey« 


bis obedivir Patri: pro nobis baptizatus, gf bz; F they for s, was baptize 
paſſus,mortuns,reſaſ, citatus,glorifcarus, fu ffere d.de ad, aid, - {for = 
Chriftus nitl proprer ſe aut fecir aur paſ- R g ; 
ſus eſt,ſed propter ſalurem omnium. Primaſ. which he there proveth by the F athers. 
in Rom. 11. 


. » AndſoonDan. 9: - 
See Door Downham uſing reaſons which are to bc an- 
ſwered. 


Luther, I could have overcome the Law by my abſolute poreer 


* without mine oxne ſmart, for T.am Lord of the Law, and there- 


fore it hath no right over ne. But I bave made my ſelſe ſubject 
to the Law for your cauſe which were under the Law, taking 


your fleſb upon me= 1 ſuffered the Law to have dominion over 
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me which wasbis Lord=== which it ought not to have dome. 

Becauſe, ntitber hath Chriſt righte- ig am jafi- 
ouſneſſe to any other end, then that be tiam hviftes haber: and wanna 
may umpute it, neither doth be impute liud gnpurar quam juſtiriam, nec aliter juſti- 
any ether thing then righteouſneſſe, nei- 3 _—_ quam per im putationemat Treb- 
ther is be otherwiſe our righteouſneſſe, © Þ*%». 
then by imput ation. 

Chriſt was the Lord of the Law. Chriſtus Dominus tegis fuir,- Toſſen a4 


>. . , ' 4. Gal. p. 213. 
He willingly ſubjedted bimſelfe,al Sponte ſe ſabjecir, licerillj ab urero juſio 


though the Law was not given 10 bim 
being juſt and ſanitified from the & ſanQikcaro lex pokira non eſſer. 1þ. p,213 
mbe 


wombe. 

The end alſo is ſhewed by the A= Finisetiam oftenditur ab Apoftolo,quod 
poſtle, forſooth, that be was not made —_ non fib1 ipfi ſed nobis ralis eft fa- 
ſuch for bimſelfe, but for us, TI 

T berefore theſe axioms are to be Tenenda igicur func hac axiomata, Chri- 
held. Chriſt was not made ſubject to hum non fibi ſed nobis fafhum legi obnoxi” 
he Law fr bimale, bs for we. And nt roam Cit eddie 
that the whole ebedience of Chriſt s * b 
ours, and ſo imputed to us. 

Calvine, That he may admonifh Gaga non ponit Iagtoovrny fed 
w that Chriſt was not juſt for him- NMgious Chriſti, ut admonear ipfum non 
ſelfe privately, but that the righteouſ- fb privacim fuifſe juſtum,ſed juſtiriam qua 

SALE bode przdirns fuir, latius parere,ut collato hbi do- 
_—_ pr oh REY fe, no, fidles locuplerer Cv, inRam, 5.17. 
e ric ait 
by the gift conferred upon him, | 

T berefore Chriſt the Sonne of God, Chriſtus ergo Filius Dei, qui immunis ju- 
_— right had beene free from all _ _ Save ms Legi fuir ſub= 

o fn. . , urliber nr rerer. 
ſubje __ was ſubject to the Law, , im mim and a ton > 
that be might gaine unts w liberty F 7 vadem conſticuendo redemit & induendo 
as the man that was free, by making vincala exuit: Ira Chriſtus Legi ſervandz 
bimſelfe a captive and Surety, re» obnoxius eſſe voluir, ut nobis immuni- 


: . rarem acquireret ; alioquin fruſtra jugum 
deemeth, and putting on chames , Legis ſaubiifſer, cum ſuacerre ated 


taketh them off anatber : ſo Chriſt c,5,.46a; 4 4. 

would become # keeper of the Law that 

be might gaine unto ws freedome , otherwiſe be had invaine 
wndergone the yoke of the Law, ſeeing certainely be did it not 
far bis oxwyne cawuſe. 


4nd 


104 The Doltrine of Fuſt ifcation cleared, Pins 1. 

| Et proprer obedienciam Filii non debl- . And for the une obedience of th 
tam, debirum remintit, Ar. in 3. Phil-p 49g, 5 be remitteth what js due. 

effer proprie Lepi Junius. But alſo when #s be wes not 

actin in ic, nequereſpetia mmane nate- Properly a debtor of he. in bimjalf, 

r2 (alias enim proprer identirmtem. Om + nor #1 reſpett of bis humane nature, ( for 

axows logos ipſe pro fe ad Legis obſequi-" 11p.-xiſe the Word bimſelfe by reaſon 


um tenererur, quod in Legis auchorem fo - n . 
Gn nd IC ER, fr ine hand eb 
Sed reſpeftn diſpoſitionis volumrariz omn i be : 
ramen ex parte Legi arisfecir, nr exaberans the Law, which would he contumelious 
infiniri plane meriti plenirado nobivin Chri- 4, gp, 4. rb p of the Law nor int repetF 
flo parara,fe, Jun. theſ He juſtif. Sefb.p. | of bis perſon; but yet in ve hel2 of his 
voluntary diſpoſition he did wholly ſatisfie the Law, that the 
$ibi non natus yer vn L £* fe of his indeed infrnite merit prepared. for 
ſed nobis, 14, 1 i Chriſt, &c. 
Seb. 4.1b, He was not borne for bimſelfe, but ws. | 
* Juſtizia noſtca eft ſola ſarisfaftio Chriti © Oxr rightem/ieſſe 5 onely the ſatiſc 
preftira Legi pro nobis & tora humiliantis f4Z7;0m; of Chriſt performed to the Law 
Chriſti, &c quiquid denique fecir & paſſus for us and the whole, eve. of Chriſt 
eſt, nd quod ip'e tanquam juſizs & Dei kli- bumblz himſelfe, eve. whatſotver, to 
us non fuir obligarus , eſt farisfaQtio ejus mg Je JE2 , 
quam pro nobis preftirir, & juſtiria que no- conclude, be did and ſuffered, to which 
bis crcdent ibus adeo gratis imputatur : Ea be, aſa Juſt man, and the $9me of God 
enuwn pam pre zquipoller Ns impler ac was not boznd,js bis ſatisfuftjon which 
i (#] enriam, vel pznz ercr 6 

on —_ quorum altcrutrum Legi m_—_ = for My, _ R ig) teonfreſſe 
obligamur. Vrſin p. 394. which 2s freely impnted to us be ceving 


Gerhar. dat Neo- Photinianis —_ ; by God. For that [atisfiClion is equall 
dem perfette mpleviſſe Legem, ſed ad obe+ 1... ihe falfilling of the Law by 0- 
dientamillam proſciplo aditriftum fuile.De |. , Or ns; fond: wel Fa 
| Ay ot nat oe Erfirrractar any 7. 
Chemnrt exam.de juſt:f. p. 2.52. e,r0 WPE9 Be are Lond by t 
Viſe Echardum faſc. Controverſ. citantem Law. 

Calvinum. [.z.c 19. inftit. Se. 6. Ma lora- 
tmin Pſal,q.4.& Polanun queſt, de obedi- tisfie yon, 


SS O75 Yon prove Chriſt was bound to 
fulfill the Law for bimſclfe, by Mr. Deering in bis ſecond Le, 
on Heb, Chriſt by bas ſpirit ſtill filed his manbood more and 
more with grace, till the fulneſſs of all righteonſneſſe wat 
within bim, that ſo bis manhood might inherit ſalvation accors 
dang tothe promiſe, Doe this and lie, 

Whoſlebooke is not in mine hands that I may examine 


it. 


Theſe are enough, they may ſa- 


Onely I fay that it is not faid that he: merited for himſelfe 
by workes of. righteouſnefſe which he did , but the ſpirit 

ed him with grace. For thoſe words more and. more till, 
ec. they arc not to be juſtified by me, it is certaine he had 
the ſpicit, was annointed with it,not by meaſure from the 
moment of conception, by that, and perſonall union from 
that moment he had eternall lite, and was compreheanſor, 
and did inherit. | 

When Mr.B-adſpaw ſaith Chriſt was « ſervant and bound 
to the Law, nit freed by bypoſtatique union : He 

Yet ſaith,that ſtate ſuch as be needed not to bave under- 

, and that the reaſon war his taking on himto ſatisfie, &e. 

He ſaith, as Chriſt was borne of a Woman, not for bis owne 
ſake, but for theirs, whyſe Saviour and Redeemer be is: So being 
borne of a Woman, be was made under the Law alſo, not for 
his owne ſake, but for ours yea, therefore he was borne of a 
Woman, that fo for our ſakes be might be under the Law. Al- 
ſa as he became # ſervant for, our ſake, ſo in that very regard 
be came under the Law of a ſervant, it being all one to become 
a ſervant, and to be made under the Law of. « ſeryant , the be- 
ing under the Law of 4 ſervant,&c. All which is in ſumme, 
—_— it not for himſelfe, but as our Surety, of which 

ore, 

Youſay. And he th it holds Chriſt as man, was not hound to 
fulfill the righteouſnes of the Law for himſelf during bis comtinu- 
uance on earth in the fieſÞ,muſt,if be be true to bis principles, bold 
withall that Chriſt as man bad a liberty, or diſpenſation from the 
Godhead, to tranſgreſſe in reſpett of himſelfe , and that bis di- 
ſpenſation could not take place or be put in execution onely be- 
cauſe of the worke of redemption be had undertaken. 

Anſw, 1 anſwer, 17/8, Sake there is no ſuch need, 
their principle is hypoſtatique union,whence he was Com- 
prebenſor , 1, the Lord of the Law trom the firit moment: 
his Union, and his Un&ion by the holy Gholtare jn- 
conſiſtent with ſinne, as inconſiſtent with finne as with his 
bringingabout the worke of redemption undertaken: fin- 
ning is inconſiſtent with ſuules made perfeft, how much 
more with that perſon, full of grace, that is glorified 

| P 


tully, 


powerſull exer- 
ciſe,and external 
man feſt ations, 
not Loy in 
grace ſimply He 
was perfeiug 
vit in ventre, 
&c. Jer.l. 6. a 
Hier, Kos $ "yo 
race (174 
oronl beara 
exticiſſe. Aſſe- 
runt Parres, 
1.4 decon- 
a. Evangel. 
Leo.Ep 97 Cs 3» 
Ubi reftarur di- 
Yinirare afſum- 
prain humani* 
racem bearifh- 
Caſſezut glorifi- 
cata in glornh- 
cante permane- 
at, Se Salmer- 
ra. q7-0.44 1s 
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Mr. G. 


Mr, 6G. 


fully , the moſt beſt GOD? 


fe 
0 imayine betroeente Chri he Law for him(clfe 
to imagine 4F urs ws ſelfe 


Therefore the ſcope of Chriſtin obedience muſt not be 
himſelfe, his life and glory, bat usand onr life and glo by 

Neither doth tt follow which you ſay, if Mr. alk 
bad in tbiy warke bis ſcope to diſcharge bus conſcience, and the 
benefit of others, that Chriſt: ſcope in obedience was bis glory as 
well-# mans good ;, ſeeing he hath that glory as Compre- 
henſor before his obedience, when as a faithful Minifters | 
diſcharge of conſtience by a worke of this nature, cannoe 
be but by this worke, when the worke is done, conſcience 
diſchargerh it ſelfe. 

When as Bernard faith, that the worke of our redemption 
was, om eque neſtrum ac ſirmm ut angelorum , there may 
be truth in it in divers reſpe&s, He ſaith it not with reſpe& 
to his owhe redemption or juſtification,and ſo not to your 

rpoſe. | 

Youfay i wonld coft bim many of bis thoughts and much of 
bis learning to give a ſufficient and cleave account, how it ſhould 
any way intrench of fo nuch as looke towards the deniall of 
Chriſts Godhead to conceive that Chriſt might he bonnd to fulfill 
the righteouſneſſe of the Law for bimſelfe.” 

I anſwer, for Chriſt to bebound to ful} that righte- 
ouſneſſe,for himſelfe kis juſtification as you before, is ta 
imply him a ſinner, and ſo to deny bim God, 

Fr is alſo to imply him vainely buſied;living and injoy- 
ing life eternall being the fountaine thereof, to doe that 
he may live, and ſo to deny him to be that fountaine, and 
to be that perſon that is God, 

Ton conceive it # farre more dangerouſly to ſhake the trath 


p _— 2 - 
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F= bumanity to deny that be was na waies bound 10 keepe the 

w for himſclfe. | 

I conceive no danger in it,for being abſolutely righteous 

from the firit rhoment, and {© not co. need OR or 
doing for himſelfe,is ſo farfrom denying humane nature, 
that it ſetteth jt forth moſt glorious; as it doth ſtand with 
humane nature to be & 5g et in glory, though then it 
worketh not to that end; ſo-doth it in-Chriſts humane 
nature,to be perfeRly righteous,thaugh he never doth.one 
worketo that end, | | 

AndMr, WV, intreateth you tg tell him whether you now 
deny Chriſt to be zrue man, when a ſitting at Gods right band 
he 1s not bound to cher the Law, adt,ak did on earth? So 
that jt is not to becomparcd, in the kind, with the ecrour 
of the Ubiquitary- 

You fay, It i« marvellous tv me that he heing the ſeed of the 
Woman, by the Law of his wpagut apps. wot be bound to keepe 
that Law which both the may aud the woman ſtood bound to keep 
1.. Sir, Wonderful was one of the names of Chriſt, it is 
no wonder if there be many wonders in him. ' 

2. Had hebeene weere man, what you fay might fol- 
low, being alſo Gog, there was never ſuch a man or wo- 
man in innocency. 

3- Adamand Evemult doe to live, doing was the way 
toit, but Chriſt was alive as ſoqneas be was a man,; there 
* bring Gad: nel ous Criſt 

4. Hel -man was cminently aſt, Teſws Chri 
the Tuft, and if ever that was true of ; Ex cR ov 
tle fpeaketh, The Law is not given to the juſt,zt 14.2rve of Tal 
By this he was the Lord of the Law, the perſon was fo, and 
ye aotieed as a Swrety, for us hewas.made under the 


ame. T 
| You fan 9 hr pefeel vie with the Godhead could net Mr. G. 
priviledge bis bumane nature or_ body againſt thaſe properties 
which are ugturall ang eſſential 1033, as lacglity; quantity, fir 
mime ſe, commenſur ableneſſe to its place, vor communicate , nor 
comveigh over theſe properties of immenſit, WW 1quit), m_ 
2 ence, 
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fence, eve. which are eſſential to the Divine nature. $0 neither 
cou'd it priviledge bis manhood againſt thoſe morall habitudes, 
relations or conditions which are by eſſentiall in another way, as 
videlicet, ſwbjeion to God, obligation of ſerving bim, tb ful- 
filling bis will, &c. 

1. Ianſiver, effentiall properties of man are inſepa- 
rable. 

2. And effentiall properties of God incommunicabla, 

3. It is not ſwqti/zs hominis oratio, to ſpeake of man pri- 
viledged againſt properties, his priviledges (as you call 
them) being deſtruRtive and inconſiſtent with his nature. 

4+ The opinion that Chriſt did not obey for bis owne life 
from'morall habitndes, or relations,or conditions which 

ou call efſentiaM in another way, ſubje&ion to God, ob. 
haidon of ſerving him, fulfilling his will : We grant all 
theſe, neceſſary that he might be our Surety, which is that 
for which he was incarnate, he came to doe Gods will, we 
ſay he was ſo from theinſtantof wy wc. perfeQly,elſe 
was he not Comprehenfar, and urgethat'asa reaſon why 
he didit not for himſelfe, but us. Ir is one thing to be ſo, 
and thence to doe for us according to Gods will , another 
to doefor that life and glory which he poſſeſſeth. 

I deny not but God promiſed him the glory of that work 
of mediation, and'that he wrote with an eye to that,and ſo 
prayeth for it as dugby Godseternall compa, John 17, 
glory there being that which he had' with bis F ather by covenant 
an doing that worke hefore the foundation of the world, that is 
one thing, living on perſonal doing is another, it was 
not needfiilt he ſhould doe far thar being bis by unien in 
conception. ee wy y 

* And Tqueſtion whether if hisobediente was debt, his 
owne debr, heeonld merit and ſatisfie thereby for himſelfe 
or us, ſeeing debt and merit cannot confiſt, When man hath 
done all that he is bound to qve by Gods Law, be muſt ſay ,. and 
trmly,be is ah nnprofitable ſervant, it is what be ought, and fo 
not worth  thankes at rhe Creators hands, Which vet 
you imply, when as before'you ſay Chriſts ſcope in obedi- 
ence, mas bis glory as well as mans good, p. 180, before, and 
where. 
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where you lay in a ſenſe it had an' influence, What will be- 
come ot —_ juſtification by his paſſive obedience,which 
is confeſſed to have ablvlute neceſſity of his attiveto make 
ic a Sacrifice propitiatory, how is it an efſentiall requiſite, 
ifdue for himſclte? 
T h.ut doing or ſuffering is of no force to ſatisfie whico 3s mr, prad. c.7. 
done by bond ghough the party offending bad committed no fault 
at all, it being ridbenlons to account the payment of one debt for the 
diſcharge of another, 
Nothing ſatisfieth but that which meriteth, nothing meriteth 1).$#.1 2 & 
but righteonſneſſe, which muſt he by anothers. 13. 
Concerning Chriſts mericing his exaltation (youſay) ,,_ 
you will not ſtrive with him for the preſent, and belteve you may * : 
both wade deeper and know more then you doe, viz. Rev. 5.12, 
Heb. 12. 2, Phil. 2. 7, 8, 9. &c. Luke 24. 26, &c, 
I anſwer, I beleeve it, for mans knowledge is but in part. 
It is but a little that we know of bim,O that we knew it and 
could walk more humbly, and ſo mighr paſſe them as not 
againſt us. 
Onely I muſtput you in minde , that if thoſe places 
make for your purpoſe, and in your ſenſe, they prove that 
the Lord Chrift ſuffered for himſclte as well as for us: 
And when we grant the places of the glory of bis media- 
tion: It will not tollow of glory ſimply for bis humane 
nature, which certainely he had before: 
We come now to another exception that you call faith 
a thing done and performed by ws , it being the gift of God 
and motion of bis Spirit in us 5 in which Mr. Walkers ſcope 
is not to accuſe you of making beleeving Gods aft, or t9 
deny man the ſubjz& thereof : but to note to you; that, the 
at of manina proper ſenſe beleeving, and as'vur worke; 
is not ” —— of the Covenant, of which before; 
And now let us to the bottome of this asyotr ſpeak) 
frothy words ſhall notſtay me. Here hn np 4k = 4 
ſay, that if the Apoſtle had ſaid they muſt be juſtified by 
Chriſt, or by the righreouſneſſ of Chriſt, this bad beene rather to 
caſt a ſnare upon them, then to have opened a doore of life and 
ſalvation, for which be (Mr,W.) arrſeth with Anathema mara- 
P.3 " naths;, 
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Arg. 1, 


Anſiw. 


Mr.G, 


Anſw. 


Sedf.18. 


natha, the man that proclaimes it and obſtinately maintaines is. 

Tothis you anſwer , be keepeth hack part of your wordr, 
and ſupply them thus. T o have ſaid they muſt be juſtified by 
Chriſt or Cb-1fts righteanſneſſe, and withall not to have plainely 
ſnified what God requireth of them , and will accept at their 
band, to give them part end fellonrſbip in that righteonſneſſe or 
J#pification, bad beene rather to bave caſt a ſnare wpon them, 


. then tobaue opened a doore of life and ſa/vation. 


I anfiver , I thinke intimation of that whereby nced- 
fall, and that it is donegas where faith and receiving,asthe 
hand and initrument are call'd tor , ſo where the objett of 
that is laid downe, Chriſt and his obedience, as Rom.5.1 9. 
2 Cor. $. 21, {othat there is no ſnare, Let us goe on. 

In the next place Mr. #7. propoſeth your firſt argue 
ment reduced, which is, 

T bat the Relative ſenſe fathers njon the Apoſtle an barſh 
and uncanth expreſſion often uſed without explaining himfelfe, 
when be ſatth faith is imputed to righteonſneſſe, aud meaneth 
Chriſts righteonſneſſe is imputed, which # rather to canceale then 
reveale it, 

Tothis the anſwer is, 

Ic is no harſb, ſtrange, or uncouth expreſſure to uſe a 
figure of ſpeech, and to meane by faith and beleeving,faith 


with its objeQ,therigh of Chrif,or ſtate of the 
man, &c. which is out of Row.2., the foure laſt 
verſ. by Bee's interpretation. 


T's this you ly, It # true, there are many figures of 
Jpeech robich ave no exepreſſiont, But, 


tical and figurative, as ſw eete wine becomes ſharpeſt 
” 2. Some ran fone of fre and I 
well be e and b 


notaltogether what men will doc chough 


delpiled by you, burwhat the beh Ghoſt doth, interpreted 


by Scriptures, as is (hewed. 
Fd ts te that Feere on thoſe that call it Aſero- * 


lepticall 


- 


OY 
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kepticall, ie might have beene forborne. 'Itis the praftiſe of  _ 
more then Mr. +. divines not to becontemned by Mr.G, Fienra"3 genus 

When faith is faidto'be injpured, faith Y;ſinw ; It > 2 þcr Meratephn 
fignr ative kind of predication, ant! nameth it Metalepfis. P.404- 

[ obſerve it in Lucar Treleatins, Fides in $-ripruris & apud Parres, duobus 
Faith im the Scriptures and among ſt modis confiderari ſoler, propric ſecundum 
the Fathers is wont to be confidered _ —_ ag rand alrero —_ id 
two wayes rly according to the ff Metaleptice & correlanve, quia ndcs ape 
a oy Dry te pate £ fiow- prehendic 0bjeftum fuaum. p. 85. 
ratively, that is, Metaleptically, and correlatively, becauſe faith 
apprebends its objef. So doth he, anſwering Romanift-. 

R Toan obje&ion of Armizins, Doftor Prideam his an- 
wer 18. 

We doe not rly oive jnſlifica- Nosnon proprie jaſtificationem fidei ar- 
tion to faith, bur by fee cal —_—— ſed ny _ 
Metalepfir, ſo farre forth as the alt |, i hakinn, key ara Srelprans ohrak bo 
of the objett, becanſe of the necre con- habitum transferrur, De juſtif-p. $70. 
wexion betweene it and the habit by a 
»ſuall phraſe of Scripture is given to the habit. Note that xe 
and by an wſuall phraſe of Scripture. 

Sir, all Proteltants are for a figure, and theſe name jt a 
Metalepſir, they deſerve better language then to be called 
Metamorphoſers and coyners of figures, uſers of Metaleptique 
oyle elſewhere, and of it as a fre pinhorſs, p. $2. Mr. b».. 
needeth nor be aſhamed of uting it, bur you rather; bur 
(it may be ) you knew not who uſed it,” Now to a ſecond 


—_— 
hich is that yourdeniall of this figurative ſpeech uſed 
in — wg » falſe. a 
is Mr. Walker mightavell doe, having proved it out 

of Rom. 2. the ty; verſes, untill you Eifprove him; 
neither will that ſtand for an anſwer, that the Scripture 
he citeth ſtands in the xtmoſt corner of one onely chapter, munch 
tefſe the calling his worke non-ſenſicall figuring and mi 
figxring. When you ſend your Reader to what is oe 
itbe a bargaine, and let himtake in Mr, W. p, 255. 

A third exception is, that you ſay the Apoſtle uſtth the 
phraſe of faith, &:. without either explaining bimſelfe or chan- 
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P. 190. 


P. 78. 
Mr. G. 


SeQA19. 


ging his ſpeech,which M.H\ſheweth to be otherwile, v.6.and 
11. where itis (aid thatGod imputeth righteouſnefſe,and 
that righteouſneſſe is imputed, as it iscalled faith, werſ. 3. 
and 5.in theſe places, righteoulnelle; in the former ufing a 
figurative,and in the lattera proper ſpeech. 

Neither can he by righteouſneſſe imputed meane faFh 
in a proper ſenſe, it is not righteouſneſſe, or if what is im- 
perfe&, on which ground the learned reje& that, and call 
it figurative, comprehending the rightcouſneſſe of Chriſt 
which is uſed twice, and is righteouſneſſe indeed as Mr, 
ſheweth at large Socinianiſme. | 

Whenas you admit that by righteouſneſſe in theſe places 
the Apoſtle meaneth faith : Ton will us to ſee what a faire mar. 
ket Mr, Walker hath brought his Hogges to, Let me (paſling 
your Rhetorique) demand what is the market ? 

You ſay the ſenſe muſt be, when God imputeth righteouſnes 
to a man thatbeleeveth,that God impmteth faith to bim that be- 
leeveth, which i to obſciere what was ſaid before. 

To this Mr. F. anſwereth, that itis a Pigge of your owne 
Sow, youare owner anddriver to the marker, and leayeth 

onto looke toit. 

What you have done, as you fay before,hath anſwer. The 
reſt may be retorted on you, whole the argument was, who 
gave him thecharge. 

Come we now to your ſecond Argument, 

T hat faith which is imputed is bzs before amputation, which 
cannot be ſaid of the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt , that it is a mans 
before it be imputed, at leaſt m order of nature , thongh not in 
time , therefore by faith to be imputed cannot be meant the righ- 
teonſneſſe of Gori ne LI 

To this Mr. .that Chriſts righteouſheſſe is as truly bis 
as his faith. Youreply here you are friends in earneſt, you 
grant the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt the beleevers, but that is not 
the queſtion, What is it then ? Whether it be his in ſuch man- 

ner as ut was Chriſts bimſelfe? that is, whether we be made righ- 
zeows with it a Chriſt was , whether 'not  on:ly for it and not 
with it ? 

I anſwer, there is no ſuch queſtion propoſed in this 

place, 


- 


—y 


place, neither doth Mr. Fatker, when he Gith we are juſti- 
fied by the righteonſneſle af Chrilt, ay it is his that is 
juitified inſuch a manner as it is Chriſt: nor that we are 
madejaſt with itas Chrilt was, and yet he may well ſay 
weare made jult, not onely for it, but with it. 
' Therighteouſneſſe of Chrilt is that robe in the Prophet, 
that garment of ſalvation, with which the Church as a 
Bride 1s arraied, whence white ss Suow, whiter : Wholly faire 
5n bu bearty, as Jacab mn Eſfaues apparel to Iaac 3 As Cal- 
vine before out of Ambroſe. | 
Andityou compare it tomuny,itis that by which'weare 
rich, by bis poterty, all that be tid or ſuffered in his bumble 
eſtate, we are made rich. as the Apoſtle. He isthe treaſure, 
faith indeed applyeth him, but it is he that maketh cich. 
Take thelearned Doforsanſwer if you pleaſe, and let 
him determine this queſtion, 


We ave alike juſt, becauſe with the OR | 
ſame righteouſneſſe, though nut equa!- rar in, = —_ 
ty, and in the ſame nearer :be as the ile (abyeftive, nos imperative, ille de pro- 
ſubjet of it, me by inputation, be of pri2»nos de ilbys largitate, De juſtif.Dofter 


his owne, we of bis liberality, Prid. þ. 271, 


If you regard the truth of imputed g; verzarem- jotici imputatz ſpeftes 


IN; 


righteouſneſſc, we are acconmed na (eſſe (Rebate non minus juſti cenſemur coram 


Juſt before God then (friſt, and that, ac Chnſtns, P. 8g. 
that is the money and clothing too, we ſhall ſhe at large 
Anone. 

But Mr. W alker,fay you,to prove the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt 
to be the beleevers as well as faith is bis, miſeeites two Scripe 
tures, 1 Cor. 1,30 2 Cor. 5.21. Chriſt ſaid inthe firſt to 
be made unto us cobnouſeſſ bit this Sous not that the righte- 
auſneſſt of Chriſt 1s made ours, ar;faith is, &e, I”; 


1, Lanſer,that,as faith is an adding towhat Mr, #7. 


ſpake, uot ſpoken by him. 


2, That the righteouſpelf of Chriſt is ours, you © 


| a none iedinene. lea 


Neither ought it.t0 fceme abſurd that we are juſtified with 
that righteonſnes wid in bin as the ſnbjeQ&,as anotbers,When 
Q. 
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| Neque vero abſurdum videri debet nos az 34 P ſo another, that it #s alſo ours 
/oftiria = que Chriſti —_ —__— by i ation. It wat performed for 
a'jena juſtihcari, cum ita ht ahiena ut ertiam | | 
Nofra fir imputatione, pro nobis enim pro» # Proper ly, and accepted of God re 
P » P h» the 
prie preitica, & a Deo Tanquam noſtra ac- 0nry, 4s the Creditor Jo recerverty # l 
eepra, quewadmodum fideijufforis pro payment of the Strety for the Credi- 
debicore ſulutiunem perimde  recipir cre - 4, , a1 if the Debtor bimſelſe bad 
ditor ac fi d«bior 'ipſe camfeciſſers & 1. "And that which is the pro” 
quod «ſt proxrium{capitisnoſtri Chriſti,jure « _ -h 
communionis reliquo corpori,id elt Eccle- perty of onr bead Chriſt , by right of 
fix & fingulis wembris tnibwrur, commmnion 1 given to the reſt of the 
: body, that , the Church, 

When God giveth Chriſt, he Weath his righteouſneſſe, 

we receive both by faith, and ſo both ire ours, and there- 

Juvtcia Chriſti fore is he called the Lord our righteouſheſſe. T he righte- 
verenoſtra, Ii» ouſneſſe of Chriſt 3s truly ours, though it be not in ws : where 
bis. 0s. 4 he proveth"the ſame. See him, p.50. &51. where ce. 
e 


bis. Olev. ad , - g " 
Phil p, _ of righteouſneſſe imputed, he faith, nec minus noſtram e 


quam ſi corporibus & animabus noſtris adhereſceret, it is no leſſe 
ozry then if it did adhere to our bodies and ſoules, Olev. 

- 3. For the'texts themſelves, hearken to fome,of whom 
you ſay they are on yotr'part, they from then ſhew 
the righteouſneſfe of Chriſt ours to juſtification. 

Calv, on the words,he was made nnto w righteouſnes, faith: 
Quo intelligir nos ejus nomine accepts y Ong be moan Prab 
INTE I . p 

a Deo, quia —_ ſua peccata noftra © x pia- cepted of God in his _— becauſe 

verit; & cjus obcdicntia nobis in juſtitiam be expiated our ſrnnes by bis deatb, 

' impurerur. and that his obedience might Le imputed 

to ws for righteruſneſſe. 

Though Chriſt and his righteouſneſſe differ, Chriſts 
righteouſnefſe is ours by imputation in Calvines judge» 
ment. | 

Jufir - ITY EDEN $0 bel Fre wnto me of God righte« 
amiria NOD co ets quia m co oxfneſſe becauſe in bim alone we are ac- 

(= + ulius merito juſti, a righteow, we are reputed juſt 

merit. 
Er quidem juſtitia (ſaith T oflanus) non © Ang ryily righteouſneſſe not in part, 


ſedr oftra juſtiria, per remiſſi- * a a 
— — & ;mpacatio  __ but owr whole righteoufneſſe, by remiſ= 
uz jultitiz;fic Jer, 33; Þ.19, _ | fronof ſines and impmiation "of bis 


whole righteowfneſſe, 
Righ- 


4 
# 
[> 
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Part 1. The Dottrine of Fuſtification cleaved, us 
3ubteouſneſſe, that is our Juſti= Juſtitia, hoc et juſtificaror noſter, donan' 

PS. var ty A rei nos vera. jufticia coram Dev per fidem, 

before God by fairh, which is ſo not formally, that is, inbe- 

rently, as Parews ſpeaketh, but by imputation. Para. | 

&. Abraham + juſtified not with A ham juſtificatus eſt non inhzcenee; © 

inherent , but imputed righteouſneſſe ſed impurara juſticia per fidem, 

by faith, 

To that text, 2Core5. Calvine, Jamapenius docer quod ſupra artigimus, 
Now he more aq page "a ya _ nor mga prayinns _ n pro 
we tonched before, that then God is 1" k » 
propitious to 5 when be acknowled- ho. yr net rg cy neg 
geth us juſt, for thoſe two are of the eo quod accepra nobis ferrur Chriſti Ju» 
Same force , that we are accepted of fiitia, 

God, and reputed juſt by bim. Righteouſneſſe is bere taken 

for impmtation , hecade Chriſts righteonſneſſe is accounted 

ft mm, x 

Andin that place, to the queſtion, How are we juſt be- 

fore God? He anſwereth. Forſooth Quomodo juſti ſumus corans Dev ? &c. 
we are now ſo Juſt 1n him, not becauſe Ira ſc. nunc juſti ſumus in ipſo, non quia @- 
by our owne workes we may ſatisfie the peribus propriis farisfaciamus judicio Dei, 
judgement of God , but becauſe we be oy | Ar mage Chriſti,quam 
accounted the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, © * praadws6 we, 

which we put on by faith, that it may be ours. Aretias on thoſe 

words, that we might be made the righteonſneſſe of God. 

That we may be pronounced ju ee . Ree 
tht we might he adered wth inp an pane rat 
ted righteouſneſſe, as it were with 4 juſtiria,quia noftranon eſt ſed precario, In 
garment : but it is called the juſtice of ipſo;ſignificar extra Chriſhum nullam effe ju- 


. -p Niicid qua nos poſſihmus ornare & que valcat 
God, becauſe it is not our!, but his free . conſrelia Dei, Ib. Arer. in be. 


gift. Inhim, he ſignifieth, that ont of 
Chriſt there 1 no righteouſneſſe with which we meay adorne (our (1; nos effcere- 
ſeluer, and which may be of foroe in the ſight of God, muy ſeith Tof, 
T bat we may le made, that is, that we may be juſtified noe hve «it juſtin- 
with inberent righteaſneſſe, but in bim, becauſe of the commu- Sufticia. , bong 
rente, ſed in eo, proprer communionem quam habemus cum illo, & impurationem'eyus 
jaſtiriz, ix locun. Summa loci eſt;fic ſumus juſti ſicut Chriſtus peccacoc : at Chriſtus 
peccator imputatione noſtrorum RR non reali corruptione , aut aftionibus 
. Pravis : ergo nos impuratione cus juſticiz ſums juſti,fec, Glevein Phil, 3. 9. p. 46. Si 
Gerhart de jutif LeB.6% hrs aa 
: yY | hs 
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116 The Dottrine of Faſtification cleared, Part 2. 
Fo vim we bave with bim, and the impmation of his righteouſ- 
Juſli, ſaith Be eas quidem FWebe juſt with God, not indeed 


. juſtitia Hobis inharente, ſed que com im gu 1 ro breonfrefſe inber in mm ws, but 


Chrito fic, nobis per kdem Deo impuratur: _ , . % 4 x Fogg 
idco addirumeſt; icergo ſumus julſti- which, wher i in Chriſt is rmputed 
> Dei ini —_— ws 4h in nobia—et to wr from God by faith: therefore i# 
impuratione. Bez. in lccun., is added,in bim, T berefore we ave ſo 
the righteonfieſſe of God in him, « be # ſmme in ws, forſootb 
by imputation, So that in this you oppoſe not Mr. Walke» 
alone, but the word and interpretation of our learned Aw- 
thors. 

Secondly, he anſwers (fay you) that this righteouſne 
Chriſt is de Barr, * w_—_ Gs = _—_ j4 
imputed for righteonſnefſe nzrto bim. F or whoſe jndgement 
P edn $994 doth not accomnt that to the ol om. which 
he bath not before communicated, or at the ſame time doth com- 
ntunicate to bim, Well, what of this? yon ſay, He begges 
Mr.G the queſt ion that God doth impute the righteonſmeſſe of Chriſt to a 

_— beleever in his fenſe. 

: I anſwer, we are paltbegging now , and when your 
ſenſe appeareth, it will be, and is found, Arminimm, Socinian, 
and propa, as ſhall be ſcene anone, and Mr Walkers the 

ſenſe of all Proteſt ant Divines againſt them, 

2, You ſay he proveth idem per idem. 1 anſwer no, hepro- 
veth the righteonſneſſe of Chrift the beleevers from the 
rruth of Gods jadgement , whence he doth not account 
that to the beleever which he hath not before, or at the 
ſame time communicateth to him. 

; 4 To your deſcant on his words, before, all I will ſay is, 
there is added or at the ſame time. 

If itbe true at the ſame timeit ivenough to evade the in- 
conſequences,which ariſe from its being before, and yon- 
ſhould have taken notice of this, or. Andanow to the third 

Arg, 868. © Fhethint A T 
Zo Arge t reument was, granting 4 Jet it ſollow- 
20, eth not that the righteonſneſſe of Chriſt ſhed bc hap bere 
but God or the promiſe made 10 Abraham. 
I anſiver, the Apoltlecalleth it righteouſaeſſe,verſ; _ | 
Virhs. 


Part x. Tn Tolaiaed 
verf, 11. 88 before, Neither doe you dif __ w—_ 


Godoethe gepanlſs, Op 
neſſe, God andthe 


Ince Gail Abr aboms in Chriſt, and fo Abrabams Faith in 
pin} peer in God? 1 Pei. 1.21. We by bim 
eeve in God, Is nexthepromile of Gods being 4- 
mn God in Chriſt, to whom it is firſt made', aud ix 
whomit is Tea and Amen, to Abraham and bis feeds? The 
Apoltle faith, If we be Jy pane ſeede, and 
Heires according to prom ea fo Abrabam and beleevers are 
Heires in the Heire, by being Chriſts, and fo the promiles 
containing our inheritance, are ours, Hence amongſt the 
reſt weare Heires of the righteoufre ſſe which is Ly faith, 
Sir, inthat promiſe you " have ſcene the wy the 


ſeede x Chriſt, tf bo the promife, his narmees, offices, adap- 
tations, doivg, dy aig, fig at Gods right band, 
our - rey fication by his righteouſneſſe. dbro 


bam by faith ſaw bys day and vej 4 fow all cheſeby faith. 
So did Abel, bis Sacrifice witneſſed be was righteow, accepted 
in __ : _ ” Mes. andfo his Sacrifice. So 
did Enoch-pleaſe God,whic i impoſſible withews ib in Chri 
in whom Get ſed. So reac wane 6 

7 before an Heive of eonſnefſe which us by faith. 
Tok Abrab am belerve in rhe ym Omg bim 

for righteonſmaſſe So David, &c. 

Prophet after © him a righteous branch , and 

the Lord onr . 

The Apoltle more plainely as before, the promiſe was 
thc Seed, Cod bleſſdneſſs ad we are bleſſed with all inChriſt, 
they are the inheritanceof beleevers i in agd by Chriſt t 


Heire. 

Oleviar hath paſſages this way obſervable. Having ſaid, Cum Deus'fu' 
reing God is juſt, be imputeth not ſuune, becanſe be impoteth the —y_eo—— 
peri Fr fog He addeth, wag; 


David did therefore bild mm the Sacrifice and interceſſion purarnli juf 
beft and eternall Prieſt , of whom be ſpoke by the vans 
LG, Thox art a Prieſt for ever, ve. And ſo David" ' 
beleeved, not in righteouſneſſe inbering in bimſelfe, but in that' \ 
9.3. which- 


» IC 


wh - The Dodtrineof Fuſtificationcleared. Part r: 


Nirebarur igirur David Sacrificio & inter- which was o__ from the High 
cefſione ſummi & #terni ſacerdoris, de quo pp; Chriſt, $0 Abraham not 


ok rebar 7 Rides Tighteouſnes in bimſelf, but by faith ont 


in inhzrencem in ſe juſticiam, fed impura- of bimſelfe,be ſaw the day of Chriſt, 
tam 4 ſummo Sacerdore Chriſtocredidir, Sic and rejoyced. T be day ſignifieth, not 
Abraham non in ſe quzſi vit juttitiamyſed fide nobel time of the diſpenſation of the 
ext ſexidit diem Chriſti & gaviſus eſt: dies grace of Chriſt but the whole bene« 
auremnon ſolum tempus diſpenſationis gra- Rs 51 adibied. wie he 
tiz Chriſti figniticat, ſed corum beneficium LL "ogy mea , when 8 
tam demum exhibicum cum venir plenitu- fulneſſe of time came. 
do temporis. P. 4$. ad Phil, pf 3 $698 7 
Ideo inſcriprio.jlla feederis in carne Abra- T berefore that inſcr iption of the 
hefigillum julticiz dei appellatur, propte- Covenant in the fleſb of Abraham, 
reg quod clan EX —_— ner ter—i (Circumciſion) is called the Seale of 
tro & injultyv cgretius, in prom! . - bY 
tes juRiriam poſſederar ; cique in pre- = Tigpreasſneſſ of f- 5 nag A 
putio credenti impurara fuerat; nunc aurem DIA am gong 6868 of im/elfe, as 4 
imprefſo ſigillo rei excraipſum poſicz & £- corrupt and ws man,had poſſeſſed 
minus conſpeRtz fuir in carne ipfuus confir- righteouſneſſe by faith in the promi- 
mata poſſciſio, 1b. p.50. ſed ſeed, and it was imputed to him 
beleeving in V circumciſion : But now the poſſeſſion was confire 
med by y ns pang Seale in his fleſb of a thing placed ont of 
bimſelfe cene afarre off. 
5 8 up .... Abraham beleeved,faith Pet, Aar- 
Credidit Abrakames atille quid credidir? But what did be beleeve 2 F 
hoc [c. ſemen fibi dandum <flc, unicum(c. Yr. ut what 6 GEV 4 orſooth 
ilkad,ut Pauls incerpierarury in quo omnes this ſeed to be given unto bim, that one 
nationes efſent benedicendz,quod eſt Chri- ſeed, as Paul interpreteth i,m whom all 
ftus Jeſus, Gen. 15. 6, Gal. 3.16. L.Coms dt v1, Nations of the earth were to bs 
A. 5.23. * Bleſſed, which is Jeſus Chriſt. 
"OF TY Amongſt other things Abraham beleeved. P arew addeth, 
A pony Chris But alſoof that which was ſpiritnall, by Chriit the Head of 
Alum capur ſe: the ſeed, from whom the bleſſing and heavenly glory ſhould flow 
minis, we quo to the whole ſeed, For the Apoſtle expreſſely ſaith the promiſed 
in cotmy ſemen | 
»benediftio & gloria celeftrs Ruere debuir.A poſtolusenim promiſſam ſcmen exprefle dicic 
efſe Chriſhum; nec dubicari porett, ſeminus promiſſionem cui credidifle Abraham dicitur , 
cohzrere cum promilſionjbus antegreſlis & ſubſcquuris de ſemine 8& benediftione om- 
rium gentium per illud. Fuir igirur reve der generals quidem ſex Catholica, (ut vo- 
cant ſophiſtz) afſentiens omni verbo Dei : Sed b& ſpecialis promiſſioni darz de ſcmine 


quodeſt Ghriftus. Ira Ambreſis in Comment, Credidir Abraham Deo, Quid credidic 2 ſe- 
men ſc habirurumyhþ.e.filiumin quo cmnes genres juſtificarcncur, In Chriſto igitue fuit fun- 
data Abrahe fidev 4d Rom, 4. ad verſe 5. 8.268, 


ſerd 
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ſeed to beChriſt. Neither can it be doubted but the promiſe of 
the ſeed which Abraham ir faid to beleete, to agree with the 
promiſe; going before, and following of the ſeede and bleſſing 
of all Nations by tt : therefore the fairbof Abraham was indeed 
general or Catholique ( the Sophifters call it) aſſenting toewe- 
ry word of God, but alſo ſpeciall to the promiſe given of the 
ſeed, which » Chriſt. $» Ambroſe on bs commentary, Abra- 
ham beleeved God, What did be beleeve ? that be fbould he 
ſeed, that 3, a Sonne in whom all Nations ſbould be bleſſed. 
Therefore Abrahams faith is fomnded in Chrift. 

And here may yoube well minded of your DoQtrine, 
that the obje& ofthe faich,that is impured,is Feſus Chriſt, 
-and that it bringeth into communion and participation of him 
and by benefit; , which being true, how could Chrilt and 
his rightcouſneſſe beexcluded ? 

But now to your tedious diſcourſe following involved! 
in many vaine words, which I will not toneh, 

I. You complaine of bis friend Metalepſis, which you. 


doe but play with, to-which having ſcrioutly anſwered be- - 


fore, I ſay no more. 

2, Thenyou demand, whether becauſe 2 man cannot, be- 
leeving, ſeparate the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt from Chriſt, by 
God ther muſt be neceſſarily underſtood the ri neſſe of 
Chriſt, 

o which I anſwer, you doe bur trifle, Beleeving infol- 
deth God his in Chriſt, Chriſt and what ever is laptup in 
that word Bleſſednefle, temporall, ſpirituall, eternal, 
with Jeſus Chriſt : viſiting, redeeming, raiſing up Chriſt an 
borne of ſalvation, ſalvation from evill, righteouſneſſe and e« 
ternall life, are the mercies promiſed to Abrabam,, Gods 
holy covenant and bis oath, in Zacharies ſong. There is more 
in icthen I ſuppoſe youare awareof, as if you had bur 
trifled in earneit, 

Tow marvell why Mr, \N. ſtill mentions the ſatiafaFion of 
Chriſt with the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt. Whereas you intend na 
c_—_— or diſpute about the ſatisfattion of Ebriſt but bis 

ive obedience to the Law. Whether this be impmedthat there« 
by we may claime Heaven, by Doe. this and live, Andthat bis 
thruſting, 


P. 83+ 


The Dotirine of Faſbification cleared, Px 1. 


thruſting in of the Paſſive obedience or ſatiofaTion is to prefe 
you ad as an enemy to 'Chriſts ſatisfation. profes 
r. Ianſwer, Sir, we muſt crie you mercy, or ce won- 
der as you, why you had not opened this before this 
time. y 
2. It ſcemes you are then for the imputation of Chriſts 
Paſlive obedience to obtaine pardon, and then Paſſive righ- 
teouſneſſe is that which is imputed, and faith in a Relative 
ſenſeto that. And what is become af your proper ſenſe 
then? 
This Mr. Worton blameth in P;ſcator, Ter I no where finde 
Tamen nuſquam in (acris literis reperio 7, gl Scriptures that thare 3s weed of 


impuratione paſſive Chriſti obedientiz ad ; . p 
acmonafequentamCpes eſſe, licer verunm & imoputatian of the Paſſve obedience 


perſpicuum fit, illas per petliones (ex Dei Chriſt to obtaine #, ( Juſtification or 
decrero) fuilſe neceflarias ad veniam nobis par on) thaugh it be true and cheare, 
.imperrandam. Neque (ur vere dicam quod thoſe ſufferings to bave beene meeeſſary 
reseſt) incelligere polſum quis veniz reli- (by the decree of God) to ohtainie pare 
Aus fir locus, h (pznas in Chriſto perſol- aaa BE (chat T may tral 
vendo) Irz divinz ſarisfecifſe,& ſupplicium . exth oy” ay mruty 
peccatis debiram perculifſe exiſtimemur, ſay what the thing i) can I rnderſiand 


nam pzna & venia adverſa ſunt, Manuſcrip. what place 1s left to pardon, if we 
accepio Fan, 13+ 1613.4 Mr Woron. ſpauldbe judged by. ſuffering prniſÞ- 
ment in Chriſt, 10 bave fatsfied Divine wrath,and borne puniſÞ- 
ment dwe to finne-: for þ and _— are adyerſarier. 
Tell us by your next whether and how farre Magiſter fit 
bic tenendus. . MG 9tet | 
3» Mr- Walker indeth aur debt to the Law to benot 
ohely-death'tor hnac, butdoing tharwe may live, and we 
thinke buth maſt have ſatisfagion, and are i rable, 
and if Chrilt be the obje&, why ſhall his righrteouſnefle be 
excluded? is he.not revealed the Lord: our: vighteonſneſſe? is 
not theLogds being in covenant and a} theremene there- 
by the ifGue of Chrittand his righteoulneſſe ? 'is not the 
new T eſtament confirmed in bis bloud? are we not by Bit obe- 
dience conſiitected righteous ? is it. notby the righteou W one 
that the free —_—_ por all ro-juſti GIN The 
Apoltlc fa; at the promiſe to am ther he ſhould be 
ns abe world, ara wot through the Law, but throw 
the righteew/nefſe of feith, Rom. 4, 13. thatis the nay” 
N11 Nc 


* 


« 


Patt, The Dodtrineof Faftifcaien clewed, 


neſſe ofChriſtwhich faith av hold EET 
that che,promile was: And why ſhall we agtthinke 
his faich' then built on chat right ? You-will noe 
ueſtian but we have all for Chriſts ſake, his righteouſneſſe 
Gke and merit, they mu{tbe imputed, and we by alth have 
fellowihip wich them, or never; have bencfix. / | | 

44 Mr. Watker doth thinke Chcilts Paſſive rightrouſes 
to be-abedicace to the Lew, that which the Law exafted 
of us, and we being inſolvent of our Srety, and that you 
cangoreſcape by calling it ſatisfaRion ro-Gog, not tothe 
Lie a int Law ; and in -vieging God: his 


Ho 


47807: came 


Chriſt, mb3c himjelſe 
meek f Goon in 
there isgng 
nefle, what ever it be, theve muſt be j 
before. The reſt hath a full anſiver as farpoleatfs, Thee 
are other ceafons belides inleparableneſie. 
For whatis remaini your owne words, I muſt far 
that they are of he men 
that I will r ther #ruſt the Reader with bis avone 
concerning then, then to trouble bimwi my ſelfe witha farther 
anſwer. 
T be righteouſneſſe of Chriſt can in notolerable couſtruli 
called hat faith by wbich Abraham beleved in God ns 
peth the dead her fore the nighneasfoeſe of Chriſt 5 mann 
which is bere ſaid to be i T righteouſneſſe. 
the firſt alon,that farb which is Fr Woy wne — 
ww treerfneſſegis that faith by which he beleeved 
God that the deag..T his (you ſay ) is your next 
theſe pu 


Cogn ty jm rey dai rt faitd in 


Jages 


= PF. Þ4. 


be\1.,4-5:,21. 


The'Dottrine of Juſtification cleared. Part tr. 
ſages is not. meant the Altive obedience of Chriſt. 
>'1, Tanſwer, firſt; inthis exprefſure added, you chan 
the concluſion. Jewas never Mt. Walkers meaningby faiths 
obje& to ſtand on,. alone, Chriſts Ave obedience , but 
both ARtive and Paſſive obedience. 

2. When youexclude this, it ſeemeth you allow that 
which is Paſſive to be the obj:&. 'So that faith may be in 
that and bim that quichneth the dead; the other inſeparable 
part mult not beexcluded. . | 

3: I anſwer, itis faith in Chriſt and his perfe& righ- 
teoutnelle whereby we beleeve'in him that quitkneth the dead, 
by faith in ChriſtI beleeve in God, be is my God as Abra- 
hams, by-which our'Lord proveth the reſurreiom, Matth. 
22.again(t the Saddxcer,it reacheth that bleſſing;by faith in 
Chriſt, Abrabam ſaw Chriſts reſurre;on, and ſo his owne, as 
David did'the refurrettion of Chriſt, A; 2. 30.44 God# oath to 
bimy which was thy ſame he” ſwore to Abraham Yea; ' he 
ſawand beleeved his owne reſurrefion:;' indeed pea 
in Chriſts reſurre&ion, as of a meniber in the raiſed head, 

-->-w1a 7ejozeed at it; 16,Pſal. fine,compare the places, 
1 TheApoltle faith the ſpinit is life bitawſe of righteouſreſſs, 
Row, $40. which life'is' without queſtion (though T x- 
chidenos life imply) ae quickning' of the dead,” as 'in the 
Hine ipſan RcXtÞ. by righteonſnelle; ] take imputed righteonſneſſe meant, 
Hane 0! affe- «and, Chamier calletb It tþe very ſame we call imputed ; an 
rimus ing for that gquiekning of the dead, ſeethe fame Cham. out of 
ram, Cham. dt Figlet, and Gajetancallerh ir the vighteouſieſſe of Chriſt, © 
juft = _ .Neitber. bs there oppofition here, ve ſabo addog 
= _ betweene Chriſt and God and life and faith in Chriſt and 
Set, 37. his righteouſneſle. 
,_ ' Neither are theſe effefts of two faiths, faiths of adifferenc 
" kind, but of the ſame,thereis but oze faith, by which, as I 
belceve in Chriſt and his cighteouſneſſe, ſo in God, as he is 
in Chriſt for bleſſedneſſe ſnmply, the remiſſion of ſinnes, vhe re- 
ſurrefion of the body, and everlaſting life; "the naming of one 
excludeth not, but necefſarily implyeth all the reſt. 
And though Mr, FP {as you conceive) Readr tot 
Chriſt: lying three dayes and three nights in the - grave, any where 
| called 


— 


The Dottrine of Ftifietion cleared, _ 


Part 'r. 


ealled faith, or ſignified by that expreſiion, yet | ſuppoſe 1 
read > Goſpel " called faith, an4 if Co <> 
be Goſpel, it muſt be called faith, infolded under thatex- 
preſſian. I am ſure faich by which I belceve remiſſion. of 
linnes, reſurre&ion of the body, and everlaſting life, to be 
faith in God through Chrilt ſatisfying, obedient.exex w- 
till death, contizming Gods ſer time mm the ſtate of the dead, 
for ,0ur juitification and pardon, yea, ſalvation, to the 
glory not _ of free grace, but exa& juſtice, and doe 
you cqniider. thefaime. , | 
Abrahams faith imputed tobim, was ſarh a faith where: are. s.Se8.1 
in he was not weake gr donbted of Gods promiſe, verl, 19.& 20, mk 
T his can be no deſcription of Chriſts ie neonſorſe 
I anſwer, though this be nodeſcription of the righte- 
ouſneſſe of Chritt, yet Abrahams faith imputed muighe Fes 
ſtrong faich inthe righteowſneſle of Chriſt,and this $ 
nothing again(t the Relative conſideration of faith : what 
ever thedegree of faith is, the obje& is the ſame, nay the 
ſtronger the faith is, the more isa man united to Chriſt, 
the.greater is his communion with Chriſt and fellowſhi 
with God,andſo is his hold faſt of righteouſneſſe,- and (0 
his peaceand comfort. So that this hindereth not, but 
righteouſneſſe under the notion of faith, may be in- 
ted, , 
"When you ſay the queſtion is not whether Abraham bad 
communion with Chriſt in b1 ri bteonſneſſe or 20, either more. 
fell or leſſe full; but whether ks 1 bere affirmed of Abra- 
hams faith, can be epplied to the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, and - 
be conceived a ſpoken of that. 
I anſwer, it can be applyed to therighteouſheſſe of 
Chriſt, and thence Abrahams communion with Chriſt in 
” | nn —_— in that full manner faith being fo full 
and tron 
When won demand, Was that faith whereby Abraham p.85 
doubted not of Gods promiſe, theri Preonfueſſes Chriſt? EY 
I anſwer, it was the ſame faich by which heapprehen- 
ded the righteguſneſſe of Chriſt , by which: hee beleeved 
the promiſe, and in God : What was that promiſe of wt 
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The Dodrine of Fuſtificatron cheered. Part x. 


Quia quantuin 
omorine h=- 
es noſtra,qua- 
rumque in_hac 
cOgnitionepro- 
kcirur,fimnl au- 
geſcit in nobis 
Dei juſtiria, 8 
vodammodo 
ancirur ejus 

poſiciſio, 
Argh.Seft. 23. 


the feat, Chriſt ant his vighteon/aeſſe and beſidmeſe in and 


F 
Ul 
perfect. 


by the fame? 

' Youlay your Antagoniſt BING a new quaſtion, you re- 
member not you ever met withall from the Pen or month of any 
Pivine, viz, Degrees in Faſtification, as if he held becauſe A= 
brahams' faith was ftronger, it bad fuller communion with 
ns in bis righteonſneſſe then other beleevers have, and ſo muſt 
need; be more juſtified, and conſequently others juſtification n+ 


3, Then thereis ſomewhat you never heatd of, I have 
betweene two famous and ly Divines in my ime, 
though I approve not that Juſtification hath degrees. It is 
none of Mr. Falkers, there may be, and are degrees.ofuni- 
oh and communion with Chriſt,and fo of faith, by which 
reither of thefe Tſppoſe are here perfeft, Ir followerh 
rnot'of Juſtification or righteouſnefle, ſeeing every one is 
perfeted for ever, wholly faire, compleate. Mr. Walkers aime 
is no more thenthis, that he more ſtrongly applied ir,that 
bisapprehetifion was ſtronger, and that he had more ſen- 
{ble commutifon with him in his Spotl Mr, Cit». 
on thoſewords; Rom, 1:27, unto faith/fairh,becauſe ſommeb 
a our faith beth forward, and ſo much as in this wledye 
it profiteth, the regÞteoufhe ſe of God together ary in us, 
and after a manner its poſſeſſion is eſtabliſhed. Let the laſt 
phraſcexplaine the firſt, chat of increafing, and'what is 
faidin my'poor opinion is ſafe. 

* This your argument I read urgedby that Prince of the 
Arminian band, Bertiws , p« 135. where it is anfivered by 
Lubberis, 

P aith imputed to Abraham war'that by which he was aſſu- 
red that he who had promifad was able alfo to doe it, verl. 21; 
& 22. But Chriſt righteonfaeſſe is nos capable of any ſuch de- 
ſeription as this 1therefore it 15 not imputed. | 

Fankitnr, though Chriſtr righteeuſneſſe be not- capable 
of ſuch deſcription, that by it Abraham was: filly affured; 
yet faith which apprehendedrhe righteouſneſſe of Chrilt, 
was, itſcemeth it was of its nature, affuranceis oppoſed 
tw doubt, as by faith he received it; he as a reaſonable and: 
| underſtan-». 


Part 1: The Dothrine of Fuſtificariontleared. 

underitanding agent did ir,and knew the fame, by faith he 
was perl and affured of theſame , and ſo of Gol in- 
Chriſt as revealed , of the promile in which God appeared. 

to him Almighty, ingaging power for the ſame. This be- 
ing added, let your argument and Mr. alkers anſwer be 
turned looſe together, and ſtand or fall. | 

For his ill-ſownding phraſe or two, at beſt, deſerving rods, | 
if not Scorpions : Let it be tried, the tirlt is the repetition of. 
the expreſſure cenſured in the fSrmer anſwer, to which all 
L will lay is, let what is faid by youand anſiyered, be tur- 
ned looſe. 

But he ſaich, the more Abraham'reſted on Gods power, the 
more juſtly did God count bim a righteous man and impute (; 
Chriſt righteouſneſſe to bim, which implies God doth with leſſe : 
Juſtice impute the righteonſneſſe of Chriſt to bim then to a ſtrong 
faith, 

I anſwer, more juſtly may be conſidered in regard of ex- 

reſſion or manifettation of it to us, for if it appeare ju!t- 
|: to be done where the faith is weake, where it is (trong 
x ſwtaninrac de ismorecleare, Truly your adviſe iz good, 
we cannot ſpeake too tos conſitlerately and adviſealy. T wilt Gy 
here, Nemo ſine crimine vivit ,. & optimws ille qui minimys 
wrgetxr, Heis an bappy manthat offends not in what he blameth' 
another. Woe be to your writing, this book, if Rods and 
Scorpions be made uſe of forevery inconiiderate and un- 
arid word: or ſpeech. 

- Finally, that whichis ſaid, that the objeF of Abrahams: 
faith, was Gods power and ability, and your interence there- 
fore nat the r1ghtenuſneſſe of Chriſt, is in, effe& Bell, argument: 
to exclude ſpeciall mercy. 

Abraham did not beleeve fins tobe Abtakam non ctedidit bi per ſpecialem 

ibn nel a9) br wn ED es 
that be ſbould be theF ather of manyNa on ry —_ : en _ 
vions,Oc. T bat ,be belceved:God who = - ary na ot hc hdes aan Pu» 


had promiſed to be potent & moſt rata fuit in juſtitiam : ergo. 
faithfull, and" this ſaith was reputed- 
to bim for righteowſneſſe. 


Parew anlwering, granteth that Abraham did beleeve 
R 3 thoſe. 


— The Dottrineof Fuſtification cleared. Part 1. 
dl wh IE choſe things which his adverſary faith, but' that did not 


exclude. his faith of ſpeciall mercy in pardonby Chriſt, 
and then : 


Credidic 4b:aham Deo non ſolum promit- Abraham beleeved on not onely 
rentifiliom ex Sards fed etiam promirrent! promiſing 42 fonne of Sarah , but alſo 
benediionem omnibus genribus in ſcmine promiſing bleſſedneſſe to all Nations in 
naſcicuroc x filio Sare : In ſemine ruo Hene- his ſeed 28 fie borne of the ſonneaf I 


i omnes Genres. Hoc vero ſemen : R 
port Galatas docer cife Chrittum, rah; In thy feed ſoall all N tions be 


ifti incerpreta-ur redemprionem ble ed, T he Apoſile to the Galati- 
CD pGcatiogom + hdem, — teacheth this. ſeed truly to be 
ad Rom, 4. ! 1+ Clarins dicit Abraham fuille Chriſt, and interpreteth the blefing 
impucazam ju{titiam ndci,&ee. Redemption from h curſe, ant juſt;- 
fication by faith, and Rom, 4. 11. be more clearely ſaith, that 
anto Abrabam wa imputed righteouſneſſe by faith. 
We belceve in feſus Chriſt for pardonin the Creed, and 
God Almighty, ſo did God appeare to Abraham. Chriſt and 
his righteouſneſle are not oppoſed to Gods omniporence, 
they are ſubordinate : And now to 'the ſeventh 'Argu- 
ment, 

Ae-nSet-14 That faith that is imputed, is beleeving in bim who raiſed 
#p Chriſt from the dead, werſ. 24, Chriſts righteouſneſſe 3s not 
our beleeving in bim that raiſed up Chriſt from the dead: it 
therefore 14 not imputed. 

I anſwer, your aſſumption and concluſion (which is a 
common fault ) are laid downe onely:of the righteouſnes 
of Chrilt, not of faith, whereas, what you are ro im- 

rove, is faith in a Relativeſenſe,and taking in Chriſt and 
his righteouſneſſe, which had you done, the anfiver had 
beene calie, This faith taking in Chriſt and his righteouſ- 
neſſe is faith in God which raiſed up the Lord Chriſt from the 
dead, the ſame faith that belceveth in Chriſt and his righ- 
teouſneſſe, beleeveth in God that raiſed »p Chriſt ſos it laid 
downe, 1 Pet 1.21, upon it our Juſtification dependeth 
and if it were not, the Apoſtle faith our faith js vaine , and 
we are yet in our ſinnes. Chriſts Reſurreion ſuppoſeth 
him fully ſatisfying by obedience, even wntill death, acqui= 
ted, In the Creed there is faith in God Almighty, and in 

Jeſus Chriſt, dead and riſen, $c, whence our remiſſion of 


finnes 


_ 
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ſinnes.and'life everlaſting. Who can lay any thing to the charge 
.of Gods chofent Who can condenme ? _ It is Chriſt that is dead, 
Yea, rather that is riſen, &c- . 

Here is ſweet harmony, I will leave this alſo to any rea- 
ſonable judgement. 

The ({umme of it isthus much as laid downe by your 
ſelfe. T be point of imputation in juſtification being ontly ban- 
dled inthis Scripture, and no where el/e explained,it is no waies 
probable but that the Apoſtle ſhould ſpeake ſomewbat diſtin#ly 
and plainely of the nature of it, otherwiſe be might ſeeme ra- 
ther to lay a ſtumbling blocke im the way, then to write any thing 
for the learning and eomfort of Chriſtians. | 

To this | will firſt take the boldnefle to anſwer,and then 
conlider of the matter as berweene you and Mr Walker. 

1. Lanſwer thepointof Imputation is not onely ban- 
dled in this Scripture, it is handled, Ger. 15.6. and then 
Pſal..32. which are the foundations of what the Apoſtle 
here doth concerning the ſame, and afrer,Gal.3.6. 

2. It iselſewhere explained maniteltly, Rom.3.24.Rom. 
S.17, 18, 19. Rom. 8. 4. & Rom, 10. 4. Yea,” 1 Cor, 1.30, 
2 Cor. 5, u/t. whereas Chriſt, and his righteoufnefſe, and 
obedience are laid downe that by which, ſo by impatati- 
on. Tobe mads juſt by the juſtice of another, is to be juſt by 
imputation, it being not poſſible for any man to be juſt by ano- 
thers juſtice, bat by imputation, ſaith My, Bradſhaw. So is 
Adams (inne ours, ſo is our finne Chriſts, ſo is Chriſts righ- 
teouſneſſe ours by imputcation, asall our Divines. 

Now by the fougdation judge of your ſuperſtratives. 

I adde;this ſpcech is a diſtin& and plaine ſpeech,which 
appeareth by the unanimous judgement of all reformed 
Writers (but you Mr. Wotton, Arminiws, Ge. ) againſt the: 
Papiſts, who {tumble at Chritts righteoufnefſe, and elta- 
bliſh their owne, | 

As alſo by all placesof Scripture wherein the effefts gi- 
ven to faith that jultificth, are givento it in reſpe& of its 
relationto Chritit, as his proper effets to faith meerely as 
an inſtrument cauling union and fellowſhip with'him by 
whom they are efteRed. LW 
Your 
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© Your interpretation is a weere ſtumbling blocke, and 
deftroyer of .comtort, This a principal ion of 
comfort. The kernel! of the Goſpel and headof confolntive,as 
Jugius. Saint Paw! judged it io when & be acconnted all 4 
dung, and would be found not having bis owwne ri ovfneſſe, 
therefore net faith in qu_ ſenſe, his, and a kind of 
righteouſneſle, but that which is by faith, 1 will finiſh this, 
making ic wy prayer, which Dafor Prideawx did; 
" Faxit Deus optimus maximus ur nos om» T be greateſt and beſt God grant that 
nia pro derrimentis habcamus, & comperi- We MAY accom all for loſſe, and may 
amur in co non habentes juſticiam ngſtram be found in bim not having oxr owne 
que eſt ex opcribus,fedeam que eſt ex hde. rigbteonſneſſe, which is of worker, (1 
De juftif p. 17. will adde) faich in a proper ſenſe 
| oppoſed in juſtification to the righteouſneſſs of Chriſt, 
but that which is by faith, which faith receiveth and appli- 
eth,the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt Aftive and paſſive, thoſe 
rber of righem/aſe and garments of javeten. I Lins to 
that end. | 
But it is meete you ſhould be heard. + 
You ſay , to this Mr. Walker anſwereth muen. Let the 
Reader ſeethere, and in his laſt booke, and jadge if his 
an{wer be mm, | 
You goe on. Onely be gravely inftruGeth us, that it is more 
Sh wm. to ws for toreſt on Chriſts rightemeſneſſe, &c, then 
to build on faith, which in.the beſt is mingled and tained with 
many doubts often times. | 
Surely this is grave adviſe, though you jeſt, you may 
finde it one day as ſome Popiſts havedying, what ever you 
doe in diſpute, when as your ſaule ſal be ready to take its 
; flight from your body, and that to appeare before Gods tri- 
- It will wiſh it may (and I pray it may ) appeare, 
nay it nzuſt in, with this _ of 
Chriſt imputed by God, applied by faith; if then_it hath 
£0 : i220 agone quanti P apiſtis ? Papitts therr efteeme of 
this. | 


You goeonrelating what Mr, #. faith, viz, Therefore 
the Apoſtle doubtleſſe intends Chriſt» righteonſmeſſs , tk 
doth expreſſe in plaine word: (to another prrpoſe) c.5.19. $.4. & 
10.4. IT anſwer 


— — 


a -_ 
th, LC Ld rg 


aw LS» \ "_y, * 
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I anſwer, thoſe words to 10s! ER your own 
words, in 'good time it ſhall be tried. 

Theſe are more then mn, and Mr. Walker faith the A- 
poltle plainly exprefſeth that faith impured,is called righ- 
teouſneſſe imputed by thoſe texts, verſe 6, & 11, Tt had 
beene fairer tor you to have anſwered mum. 

Againltpart of this (you fay) Mr, Walker maketh an op- 
poſition betweene things of the moſt direfs and eſſential fubor- 
dination that can be, and which doe inſeparably involve one the 
ether, reſting on Chriſts righteonſneſſe,and building on faih, 

1. Lanſwer. If Mr atker did doe ſo, he failed as you 
in all your arguments, or moſt of them. Your fault was to 
make oppoſition betweene thoſe things which are; ſubor- 
dinate,as before, 

2, Itis noneof Mr. Walkers fault, he doth not make 
oppoſition betweene faith and Chrilts righteouſheſſe, It 
is your ſelfe in ſtating the queſtion. You ſay, faith in 4 pro- 
per. ſenſe i« imputed, and not the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt : as a 
worke ina proper ſenſe, you oppoſe it, and it is indeed 
oppoſed to the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, ſo chere is no fub- 
oinedin, It is true of the figurative ſenſe you diſpute 
againſt, that faith involveth the righteouſneſfe of Chriſt 
in this place overthroweth _ cauſe; you muſt be beho}- 
ding for an interpretation here to your friends the P apiffs 


building on faith, for who can re on this righte 2, except 
he beletves that ſuch a reſting «s this will ſtand him 'in- 
ſtead? | | 


1. Here yougrant faith a reſting on Chriſts righteous 

neſſe. It is true, the faith that receiveth and applicth the 

ſame;xleaverth and adhereth to itand reſtetf onit;then igir 

not an afſentalone, or worke of the uni ing: 'ehis 

eſtabliſheth our Relative ſenſe. os 

That other, building on faith, and that by an other be- 
6: leeving 


» 
» 


» 
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leeving, it is but a Caftle in the aire ; at beſt it. is but.an aſ- 
ſent or beliefe which the Devill hath, who. beleeveth, thet 
betbgt beleeveth in Chriſt ſhall be ſaved, It is a beleeving in 
a beleeving, which in your ſenſe is a worke, which is op« 
poſed to Chriſts righteouſneſſe in juſtification by your 
. doftrine. Forthe eſtabliſhing the one, you deny the other, 
and ſodeftroy ſubordination. Iris ſafeſt to reſt only on 
that Rocke Chriſt, there is no other foundation; S. Paxl did ſo, 
when as he would be found not baving ks one righteouſnes, 
as faithin a omar ſenſe, ſuch as it is. 
' _ Butyoulay. Sure I, am that Paul built upon faith for 
Juſtification # well as on the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt (as Maſter, 
Walkers beloved phraſe is) though in a different manner ( wbichb 


hath beene formerly explained, when be ſaid we know that a, 


1an is not juſtified by the workes of the Law, but by the faith 
of Jeſus Chriſt , and as Chriſt ſpeaketh concerning himſelfe, 
John 12, 44. He that beleeveth in_ me, beleeveth xot in me, bic- 
is bim that ſent me, that #5,net ſo much in me, as in him that 
ſent me, So may it be ſaid, he that þxildeth on faith , buildeth, 
nt on faith,but on the truth and faithfulnes of him who bathpro-. 
miſed forgavenes of ſinnes and ſalvatianty bim that beleeveth. ' 
I. Let the Readernote, how you ſpeaking of buildin 


(for aoroen .on faith and on the righteouſneſle of- 


Chriſt) the former is curcant, the other Mr. Walkers belo- 


ved phraſe, building on the righteouſneſſe is Mr. Walkers, 


hraſe, would a man thinke this man a Chriſtian that rea- 
th this ſo jecringly propoſed, or that there were ſuch. 
a dire and efſentiall. ſubordination as was aſſerted but 
now, andſuch an inſeparable involution? ſurely it would 
raiſe auch doubr.It is very offenſive to me,and I conceiveit 
mychmore to God and ts oa marvel! that eſtabliſk-. 
ing faith in a proper ſenſe you ſay and not the righteouſ< 
neſle of Chriſt, A Suge " 
2. Doe.you not bring in- Paw! building on two oppo= 
ſite foundations according to your do&rine? a work and 
Chrilſt?, the errour; he refuteth:to the Rom, and, Gala« 


tians? 


And whether he be notþronghc in equally buildingon | 


3J 
. 
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faith and Chritt? your phrale is as wel/, whether it agre- 
eth with Saint Pax: ſpirit, who would be fixmnd in him, 
having bis owne righteouſneſſe * which faith is in yourſenſe, 
but that which is by faith which it receiveth. Saint Pat; 
words that he belecved in Chriſt, that he might be juſtified by 
faith of Chriſt, areno more then this, that he beleeved in 
Chriſt,that ſo by that faich in Chriſt he might be juſtified; 
__— that (not workes) the onely way, hereisno be- 
leeving by beleeving on beleeving, his building by belce- 
ving isin Jeſus Chriſt, which is no other then belceving in 
him for juſtification. By that very. place faith as a worke 
is excluded by Saint Pal. 
. If all workes together juſtifie not, Si cnimomuiaoperafitzulnon juſtificane 
how ſbould that worke of faith ju- (4s Parews) quomodo opus fidei juſtificarer, 


_ 


Tl, ifie, that %4 2 make Juſt before God ? hoc cit juſtos faceret coramDeo? In licum.” 


Note it then. 
 Thetrue ſenſe is, which the Apoſtle Senſus verus eft quem Apoſtolus c. 3. ex+ 
inthe3, c. will explaine, that we re» plicabir, nos fide benediftionem Abrahe ſuſ- 
ceive the bleſſing of Abraham by «par hens moment 
faith, Now tbe bleſſing of Abraham Chriſti mericum fide nn hes ad Rom, 
z remiſſion of ſinnes, and i #2101 4.6. dixir,fidem nobis imputari ad juſtiri- 
of righteouſneſſe recerved ih be- am: quz phraſis cortelative intelligenda eſt, 
cauſe of Chriſts merit. This Rom. p: CH bo = ad ph _ 
, : ; is impurari ad juſticiam, 'ſcu juſtir - 
4* 6. he ſaid to be imputed F nd for roy ens & ag move Chrifi fide roo 
righteouſneſſe: which phraſe is correla= plicatamguti in Comment, ad Rom, prolixe 
t7vely to be tnderſtood, for that, the eſtdemonſtramm, 14. ib, 
obedience of Chriſt applied by faith 
to be imputed to us for righteouſneſſe, or righteduſneſſe to be im- 
puted for the obedience of Chriſt applied by faith,as is largely de- 
monſtrated in my Commentary on the Romans. | 
And forthe other place where you ſay, It may be ſaid 
be that buildeth on faith, buildeth not on faith, but onthe faith- "PE 
fulneſſe of God, promiſing forgiveneſſe to a belcever, Though it objefis | 
be true of Chrilt, that he that by faich belecveth on him, to, ur cam di- 
baildeth on Gods faithfulneſle, or as othertwiſe revealed, cirur Ecclefia 
and of faith in a Relative ſenſe. As it is conſidered with bis oo hde Petr? 
objedt, as when the Church is ſaid to be founded pon the faith das apad 
of Peter, by the Antiens, and we __ k &c. #5 Cham, 
2 c 
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' Tris not ſoof faith in a proper ſenſe, your faith, 

There is ſomewhat conſiderable yet, and that is the 
ſubordination here ſpoken of, eſpecially as in the cired 
eext, Job 12. 44. he that beleeveth in me, beleeveth notin 
me, bat in him that ſent me. And I intreat you to 
ponder. 

1, Whether faith in Chriſt the Mediatour and God be 
not the fame, and in the morall Law as faith in God, 
ſurely either both or neither are by this text, that ttickerh 
you ſee in my ſtomach. 

2.That it is not incongruous that the ſame faith which 
laicth hold on Chriſt and his righteonſneſſe, ſhould lay 
hold on God alfo, it is in him, and bim that ſent bim, him 
as revealed, Goa, as Rom. 4. quiickper of the dead,able, raiſing 
xp Chriſt, What then becommeth of thoſe arguments you 
make to exclude Chriſt and his righteouſnefſe from ith 
imputed to Abraham ? Tt ſeemeth theſe may conſift, there 
is a ſubordination and involution of God as in Chrift, in 
faich in Chriſt. 

It may occaſion other thoughts to put the Crowne on 
Chriſts Head, to deny it to faith in a proper ſenſe as op- 
poſed to the righteouſneſſe of Chriſtin the point of Juſti- 
fication. 

You ſay, for the mixture or taining of faith with many 
duubtings, this is no conſideration at all to det aine or keepe a man 
from building upon it, if it be faith unfeigned and true, becauſe 
there 1, the ſame b ſtification and ſaluation promiſed to the 
ma faith and to the ſtrongeſf, 

Tf faith were taken in a Relative ſenſe,it might be gran- 
ted, becauſe of the objeQ; the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, here 
is pzrfe& righteoulſneſle, all the Law requireth, he being the 
end of the L 11 for righteowfheſſe to a beleever ; take both, you 
have the condition of the Goſpel: no matter for ſtrength 
or weaknefle of faith in the point of Juſtification. < 

It is notſo for faith ina proper ſenſe, not involving,but 
excluding the righteoutſneſſe of Chriſt, 

You have nothing to obje& to Gods Juſt judgement; 
gratuide acceptilation of faith, for the perfe& obedience 

of 
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of the Law, in a proper ſenſe,that Arminian bratdettgoy- 

eth Gods juſtice : and that faith can no more be accepted 

then any gfaceelſe, it is worſe, then ro pt all graces as 

the Papiſt; doe, as our owne teach you , you ſhall never 
ove it the condition of the Goſpel. 

Why _ not ſay the ſame ot Repentance in general], 
of love, or the feare of God?thele as imperfett as they are, 
juſtific as well as faith (in your ſenſe) if rhar be a ſufhcient 
reaſon alone, it is what hath the promiſe, ſee 1 Feſ. 16. 17, 
18. faith ſo taken is not the onely condition or qualicy; 
all graces, I,workes elſe have their place. Ir is not taith a- 
lone that jultifieth: and how can any of theſe be inſtead of 
perſonall righceouſneſle, perfet obedience dueto the Law, 
which is your tenet of this faith. Ir is neceſlary to take 
in Chriſt and the righteouſneſſe of Chrift, for which faith 
hath a peculiar working; it is the conſent of the ſoule; 
whence marriage indeed, union, communion with Chriſt 
his righteouſnelſe, and all his benefits, 

In the next place anſivers are given to thoſe places where P. 88 
faith and bope are nſedto ſignifie their objett. 

:. To which Mr. #. faith, Firſt, you grant the Apoſtles 
uſed ſuch tropes, 

2. Whenas you ſay the babit of faith may be uſed to figni- 
fle the objett, but not the act, be anſwereth, Gal. 1, 22. & 3.23. 
& Col. 1. $. the babit and at} both, yea the ati is principally 


meant 

3. Andthirdly, that you grant the att ſo uſed, bat (ſhift 
ic by denying Chriſt: righteowſne ſſe the object of beleeving, which 
be hath proved. 

4. And laſtly, that you deny Chriſts righteon/neſſttheabjeft 
of faith as it juſtiſieth, where it 14 the proper objeG. A\\ 11 

To theſe youlay, That you will ot be troubleſome to the 
Reader bereto relate the paſſage be ftrikes at, and tell ts of 
copies in ſome mens bands. 

Theſe I muſt pafſe,necefſarily keeping,.counſeH,and take 
for granged what is not accepted again, | 

The ſubltance of the anſwer conliits you fay in #wow _.,:_ 
three untruths. 

S 3 », When 


4 
”, 
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Rom..3. 25. 


uod cam no«* 
i Dominus 
ſua -miſcricor- 
dia largiarur, 
aut jdeo quia 
ſola coram Deo 
confiſtir. John 


verſe 21. 


1, When he ſaith the att of faith is to be underſtood, Gal. 
1.22. 3. 23. & Col. 1. 5, its contrary #s true. 

To which all I will ys I know not how to 
define faith or hope without the mention of the object 
therein,,and that to the being of faith and hope there is 
neceſſarily union with, or ating on'the obje&; there is 
no faith, nor hope in God,bur it butteth on him. 

2, Whereas Mr. Walker faith he hath proved the righ« 
teouſneſſe or aftive obedience of Chrilt to be the obje& of 
faith as juſtifying, You ſay he bath not in all bis diſcourſe 
made the leaſt haire of that bead blacke or white, 

1. Ianſ(wer, firlt, thoſe words or aftive obedience of 
Chriſt are your words, not Mr. Walkers, his words are 
Chriſts righteouſneſſe, which though Mr. Walker excludeth 
not, yet with-him that is notall, he meaneth aftive and 
paſſive righteouſneſſe. | 

For the Paſlive obedience, I hope that ſhall :be acknow- 
ledged the obje&t of faith as irjultifeth. Chriſt dead i the 
objel of faith in the Creed for remiſſion of ſinner, and the A- 


poſtle ſaith, a4 that we are juſtified freely by grace through, eve. 


$9 whom+God hath ſet forth a propitiation through faith in his 
bloud, | 

And Idemand whether faith that juſtifieth benot con- 
feſſed by you faith in Chriſt, and that itis an inſtrument 
cauſing union, bringing us to participation of him and his 
benefits, Chriſt and his righteouſneſſe are the obje& of 
faith, which you granted to be an inſtrument, 

I demand what that righteonſneſſe of God, Rom. 3. 22, 
which is by faith of Feſis Chriſt to all that beleeve ? whether 
it bexot:Chbriſts? whether it be ſo called, Becauſe 'God of his 
bounty beſtoweth it on us, or therefore becauſe it alone boldeth wa- 
ter befove the Lord? as Calvine on the place. Once he relolyed 
it, quam per fidem obtinemus, which by faich we obtaine, 
and that which mult be juitice at Gods tribunall, -as Cat- 


Ubj nulla ju- »,; . 

Bearer ig Vine, Where none #4 accounted righteouſneſſe = perfel? and 
perfetia abſo- 
uraque Legis 
obcdicma, 


If ſo be that no manbe found that hath attained ſuch ie 


abſolute obedience to-the Law, as the ſame Author, where I 
reade farther, | 
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without righteowſne 
Then Chriſt muſt 


aft bolineſſe . it followeth that all ar Quod finemo hominum repericur ui ad 
6 ey fo in themſelurs tam exaQam (anfiraremconſcenaerit,lequi- 

. tur omnes juſticia in ſe ipſisdeſtirui. Tum oc» 
Pe who #5 be us currart Chriftus oportet, qui wr ſolus juſtus 


alone juſt, fo by transferring h#s righ= eft,ita ſuam juttitiam in nos transferendo ju- 


teouſneſſe on «a, maketh ws juſt 


Now ſtos nos reddir. Nune vides ut juſtitia det, 


. uftiria Chriſti fit; mr ergo juſtihcemar-— 
tho feeſt how the righteouſneſſe of 7 ol my jt aug plan 


faith 14 the righteouſneſſe of Criſt; mentum ; quare fides juſtificare dicitur,quia, 


that therefore we may be juſtified infrumentum eft recipiendi Chriſti, in quo 
Chriſt # the matter , the word with nobis communicatur - juftitias | Poſtquam 
faith the inſtrument. T berefore faith Chriſti ſumus participes non ipl ſolum juſt i 


4 ſaid-to juſtifie, becauſe it 4 the in- i 
ſtrument of " Chriſt, in whom __ as 
righteouſnes is communicated to us. After that we are par- 
takers of Chriſt, not onely our ſelves are juſt, but our workes 
are reputed juſt before the Lord. So Calvine. 

What righteouſneſſe is that, Rom. 4. 6. and that righ- 
tequineſle of faith, verſ, 11 What that the Gentiles attai- 
ned, and the Jewes ſubmitted not to,but ſtumbled at ? Rom.g. 
Saith Calvine, they did ſtumble .at Chriſt; by whom alone the 
way to obtaine righteouſnes is open. 

Chriſt xs given to ws for righteouſnes. 

Chriſts honour © ma in this, that be be light, ſalvation, 
life, reſurrett;on, righteouſnes, healing to ws all ; where alſo 
we may ſce of whoſe and what laſncoulhel he ſpeaketh. 

We bave elſewbere ſaid how men put on righteouſnes by faith, 
becauſe forſoothC briſts righteonſnes 14 imputed to them. 

And then he ſheweth the righteouſneſſe of faith to be 
eſtabliſhed out of the very doArine of the Law. 

Let 15 remember therefore , that thoſe that are Yighteous-by 
faith, are juſt ous of themſelves, forſooth in Chriſt: 

Who faith elſewere, we are accounted juſt before God, for 
# mich is we bring the perfect obedience of the Law, for righ« 
teon[nes as oppoſe to the tranſgreſſion of the Law, even in the 
leaſt point, becauſe ws bave not that in our ſelves, God doth ſree- 
ly give 14 us. 


What isthas Pb3/..3. where Saint Paul wilt be fund in 


ſed opera nofira juſta repurantur co- 


In Chritgim- 
pingebant, per 
quem unum ad 
juſticiam adi- 
piſcendam pa- 
ter aditus, ad 
verſ.z0. 

Datus nobis in 
juſtiriam Chri- 
ſtuseft. v.32, 
Chriſti dignitas 
in-hoc fira ct, 
ut fit lumen,ſa- 
lus, vira, reſur- 
retio, jufſtiria, 
medicina nobis 
oamibas. 1b, 
Diximus aurcay 
alibi quomoda 
Juſhtiara-. fide 
induant homi- 
nes,quia fc, im- 
puratur illis 
Chriſti juſticia, 
Ib. 


C.10 347v.5. 


Meminerimus 
ergo qui fide 


juſti ſunc extra. 


ſe juſtos efle, 


aempe in Chrito. Juſti coram Deo cenſemur , quia affetimus perſefam Legis obedi- 


entiam, nam juſtitiatranſgreſſioni Legis etiam inminimo apice opponitur; quia cam non- 
kim : 


habemus in nobis, Deus nobis gratuito donar, {þ, id, a4 Gal, 3.6: 
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Fides offertnu- bim having that righteonſnes which us by the faith of Chriſt, the 


.dury hominem 
Deo, ur Chriſti 
juſtiria indua- 
rur, 
Deus nos juſti- 
ficer, ſua boni- 
rae, vel quod 
juſtitiam ab ip- 
ſo donatam fide 
rect piamus. 
Juſticiam Dei 
accipio,quz a- 
pud Dei mribu- 
nal approbatur 
In iplo ſaith 
Aretius,(c.Chri 
ſto Domino 
meo qui eſt ju. 
ſttia— fidet 
aurem elt quia 
per hdem illam 
apprchendi - 
anus cuin ſicim- 


putata & Chriſti merito nobis applicetur. Ad Phil 3.9, 


righteouſnes which of God by faith, on which place Calvine, 
F aith offereth man naked to God, that he may be c.othed with 
Chriſts righteouſnes. 

W here alfo he ſaith, righteouſnes of faith to be of God=ums 
but becauſe God juſtifieth us by bis goodnes, or becau/e we may 
receive by faith righteou/nes given from bim, 

I take that 20 be the rightepuſnes of God which is approved af 
Gods trabunall. 

In him, forſootb, Chriſt my Lord, who is righteouner=- But it 
is ſaid tobe of faith, becauſe by faith we apprehend it, ſeeing it 
is imputed and 1 applied to us by Chriſts merit. 

To be found inChriſt hath a ſecret relation to Gods judge= 
ment, for he in loving doth behold by one C briſt in whom he 1s 
well pleaſed: therefore thoſe whom be doth finde to be in Chriſt, 
that 15,inſe to bim by faith, in thoſe he findeth no condenmation, 
becauſe be findeth them adorned with righteouſnes ſurb as he re- 
quireth of us, that is, perfect and heaped up, forſooth, Chriſts 
righteonſnes imputed to us by faith, 


Inveniri in Chriſto taciram ha* 


ber relationem ad Dci judicium.is enim in amando concemplatur unum ſuum Chriftum in 
quo acquicſcat, iraque quos comperit in Chriſto effe (jd et} Chriſto per fidem infiros) in 
iis nullam invenit condemnarionem, quia juſticia qual? ille requirit A nohig,id eſt,perfeAa, 
accumulara ,exornatos eos invenitznimirum Chriſti juſtiria per fidem nobis impurata,Bex, 


in locune 
Dr. Whitaker 
againſt Camp. 
& Dur. Engliſh. 
p. 331. 

1b. 


3 


Chriit bimſelfe mujt be put upon us that we may be found 
in him, Rom. 13, 14. Phil. 3.9. 2 Cor.s5. &c. with his clo» 
thing our ſelves muſt be clothed, that they may be beantified and 
gloriouſly adorned, Phil, 3. 9. when be excludetb all kinde of 
workes, be muſt needs nnderſtand the righteouſnes of Chriſt, 

This alfo is the conſtant do&rine of all ond 
Churches, ſome few Divines excepted, and thoſe noted 
TOO. 

And laſtly ſay you where be affirmer this righteouſnes of 
Chriſt to be the onely object of faith,, juſtifying, whereas it 
bath beene evidently demonſtrated, that is neither the nor 
leſfe proper obje 'thereaf as ſuch, ard that the Scriptures no 
where (peakes ſs of it. | 

i. Towhich I anſwer, by righteouſneſſe Mr, Walker 
meaneth 


ST WW 0” WW 2 


i 


Part tr: The Dodtrine of Fuſtification cleared. 


meaneth not a part, but the whole. | 
2. Here may men take-notice of your fincerity, cal- 

ling Chriſt and his righteouſneſſe the obje& of faith, and 

faith an inſtrument in juſtification, when as yet you den 

Chriſts righteouſneſſe to be the proper or improper obje 

of faith as it juſtifieth. 

What followeth is but evill language. 

I will pafſe that. 


. Wecome now to the fifth and lit a7 of our T ragedy,u $2, ule. 


you ſpeake, 


And pitch on that, He blumeth me farther for not being PF. 9% 


aſb zmed or bluſhing to affirme that from the times of Luther 
and Calvine, the faireſt itreame of Interpreters rune to water 
and refreſh mine $40 UI I 

To this you aniwer, No, and you know no reaſon you have 
of being aſbamed or bluſbing for ſtanding up for the ruth. And 


that if you ſhould doe otherwiſe, concerning the judgement of = 


the beſt Interpreters, ſince Luther and Calvines time touching 
CO ICNIIPIEDS doe, then I ſhould be like unto 
you and ſpeake what 1s contrary to the truth. 

1. To all which,all that I will now fay,is thatT cannot 
but ſo much the more wonder at you, 

2. For Arminis his interpretations being quite ano- 
ther;way then yours. 

Ahd his being of the twaine nearer Mr. Walker, then 
Mr. Goodwine , we have ſcene already; let the Reader 
judge. | 
Law ſay you have named Orthodox Authors for faith in a 
proper ſenſe, and areready to examine and ſean their teſtimonies 
with any ſober and difpaſſionate man whatſoever. Were I wor- 
thy wh accounted ſuch a man, I would be for you. 

Concerning Abailard, their dealing with him for incontinen- 
cy. You fay it 4s well for Mr. W, there 3s not a Law 


of li or 1 7 , and feare 
Me Vie noted antor evan fe fe the 7 ny 
fo | 


er. } 
But qu telerit, Ec. all Twill ayis ; Itis well for you, 
you would ſcarcely ſcape A this book of yours 
in 


b 


G 


Anſw. 


- *. = 
Omer may ww Co Man. 2a eto. oe. ARES — O—__ yo _ 


- Pe. - 
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in that reſpe& before equall Judges. You would loſe your 


manhood. For that man I have read that ſtory, and elſe- 
where finde Mr. Walker was notthe firit that charged this 


errour on him, It is obſerved by that Lord. 


Hanclitem contra Be rnardum excitat 4» T biy controverſie 4 certaine man 


tailardys quidam, multis poſt feculis; qui calſed'Abailardus ſtirred 
licerin pofiremis, non ullo ramen hic polie- Bernard many ages after 


againſt 
bo though 


rior, Morney du pleſſ.. de miſſe, p 13-27 be were of the laſt, yet here was not be- 
Obedientia binde any- Where he ſheweth vutof Bernard; T be obedience 
Chriſti urique gf Chriſt 3s no leſſe owr?, then the ſinne of Adam, He is wor- 
—_ — "0- thy reading, For your teftimonies,Mr. Walkers anfwerand 
room= 5 "ol ay muſtbe alſo wrned looſe together, as you Print them 

and himfelfe ſince, to which this containeth no anfiver 


but vaine words, p. 94. 


Onely youlay, except much learning or ſomewhat elſe had 
ſet bim .and biewits #t ods, be eoxld never bave affirmed that 
no one Orthodox Dive entber ancient or later ever underſt1od 


by faith imputed for rightefnes, ſaith in a pr 


ſonſe, but 


the ſatisfaltion of Chriſt himſelſe, and that bimſelfe bath done 


it often in this diſcourſe. | 
1. For him you havenor ſhewed ir. 


2. Forothers it had beene ca(te to give an inſtance. 
3. Sibrandws was of theſame opinion, who therefore 


Velunum, uns Challengeth Bertixs twice, to ſhew, bt owe, one , 


T ſay one 


unum, inquam filact, which deacheth vie in plaine words. T am fo yet, I 


locum qui hoc haye n&t mot with one but Mr. W aton, oc. 


r- _ ver= For his Teſtimonies, you promiſe briefeneſſe,and why? Bee 
5 Ava”. egnſe,lay you, I werily beleeve the Author bimſetfe would have 
ſpared it , had be but rightly bave wnderfiood the opinion a- 

gainſt which be hath armed bimelfe with ſo mmch fury , and 


what is meant by ſoithin a prope ſenſe, | 
. Confidens anini, &c, I wiſh the knowledge had beene 
gill kept with you. 


For Teftimonies you ſay, becauſe they prove-that wbich 


ns man queſtions, viz. ' uit ifi cation by the righte 


wp-foy: 


ſatisfattion of Teſus Chriſt in a meritorious way, an 


much as touch or come neare the point in controverſie, except it 
be in way of contradifdion to bimfeife that produceth them, I 


take 
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take my leave of thens at once, and wiſh them reſt and peace, 
Sir, I commend your wifdome, this is a ſhore cn, if 
youcanſoget off, But you malt not thus eſcape,nor your 
- meritorious way. It is as a City of refuge when you are 
cloſely followed. You thinke your felfe ſafe when as you 
get it once over your head. It is (as you ſay of Metalep- 
eicke oyle) your furelt pinhorſe , in this it differeth, that, 
is ſhewed the anſwer of learned Proteſtant ; this is a bor- 
rowed ſhift of Papiſts, who uſe itas you againſt the impu- 
tation of Chrift.righteouſnefſe. I mecte with it often con- 
futed by the Worthies of our fide. It may be they may 
Grisfic you, I promiſed it before, now I will labour to be 
as good as my word, 
[ therefore affertthart itis not enough, and fo neither 
the ſcope of the holy Ghoſt, nor writers Proteſtant, that 
Chriſts righteoufnefſe be a meritorous cauſe of juſtificati- 
on, but there mult be alfo an application thereof to this 
effe&, which is done by Gods imputation and our appli- 
. cation of theſameby taith , by which imputed by God 
and applied by us, ic is effe&uall to our juſtification, that 
whereby we are juſt before God. 
For Chriſt ſhould be in vaize given for righteowſneſſe, un Fruſtra enim 
leſſe there fl be an injoyment by fatth.. > On 
But when we come firſt to Chriſt, firſt there i found in bim (am 
exalT righteowſneſſe of the Law, which by imputation is made tio ex fide fu- 


OHT ſn crit, Cal, in 
Tea truly, howſoever we be redeemed by Chriſt, yet nntill by yr. ba 


the calling of the Father we are inſet into bis communion, we ©, - 
are hoth darkneſſe and beires of death , and the adverſaries of © 


God. mum in eco in- 
T he merit of Chrift is the matter, out of uw fubjetively, Yenirur cxatta 
ineput atzuely truly overs, ON , 
Door Davenant to that part of Bell. where he laying kar A anh = 
downethe ſtate of the queſtion, ſaith. _ Id. ad 
A ver}.31. 
F Imo vero utcunque a Chrifto redempti ſumus,donec ramen vocatione patris = in 


illius communionem & rentbrz & monis heredes & Dei adverſarii fomus, Calv. Inftir.l. 
3-c. 14. Sef,6. Meritym Chriſti materia extra nos ſubjeRive, impucative vere noſtra, 


ſarch Doftor Prideaux. De jmftif.p.1 56, 


T : | The 


—__ - 


——— 
—— — 


140 The Doitrine of Juſtification cleared, | Part x, 
| Quzeſtio eſt de cauſa formali, at vocula The queſtion is of the formall cauſe, 
propter wwe reg bin defig* but that word for, doth not denote the 
nate formal! but meritorious cauſe. 

Sit iraque, ſaith the Door, Chriſti obedi- - Let therefor eChriſt, obedience be the 
entia cauſa meritoria juſtificationis noſtre gui nnz uy cauſe of onr Juſtification, 
propter quam Dcus nos juſtificar. for which God doth juſtifie ue. What 

tolloweth warkd "BADONs 
in juſtificarione talis cauſa And eruly in juſtification ſuch a for= 
bas eft quz ſimul & meritoria cauſe 14 to be put which alſo together 
efſc poſſir, nifhi enim contineat illam _—_— may be meritorious; for venleſſe It cone 
mn (©, propecy quam Homo "Fere Jace tho taine in it ſelfe that worth for which a 
rus repurerur, nunquam Erit cauſa formalis #azme aud rw 
per quam juitificarus exiſtat in-conſpeftu man 3s rightly repute Juſtifie, » is 
Dei De juſt, hab. c. 22. p. 31 + will never be a formall cauſe by which 
a man ſhall be juſtified In the fight of God. And elſewhere. 

Eadem igirur unicajudtiria Chriſti, in ſ© Therefore one and the ſane righte- 
& ſuo valore conſiderara, eſt meritoria cauſa ouſneſſe of Chriſt, conſi dered in it ſelfe 
humanz | ny droge an- and its worth, is the meritorious canſe 
quam ſoa fingulis credentibas;& inChriſtum. of mans juſtification. But conſidered 
inſicis,ſubir vicem cauſe formalis— Deus er: , ;+ 55 imputed, given, applied a their 
g9 quinon juſtificar nifi reſpettu ad abſo- |. to all beleevers , and inſet in- 
luram juſtitiam, Chriſti juftitiam quz ſola ra- to Chriſt, it is inſteed of a formal 
!is eſt, intuerur, arque cam Chriſti membris God therefore who 5 fieth 
impurcare dignatur, quo fafto agit cum illis carſeomm 0 Fuſti 
& ſtatuir de illis ac fi eſſer illorum, arque ot but with reſpett to abſolute righte- 
hoc eſt facere Chriſti juttiriam canſam _ ouſneſſe,beboldeth Chriſts righteouſnes, 
ack jullifqnionts note, Arg, 10.60% LT. only ſuch,and u pleaſed to im= 
p37 3+ prete the ſame to Chriſts members, which being done, be dealeth 

with them, and determineth of them, as if it were their owne,and 
this it 14 to make Chriſts righteouſneſſe the formall canfe of our 
juſtification. Where alſo take notice of his ſtating the 
queſtion betweene us and Romanilts. 

« inhabitants T be moſt perfel? obedience of Chri 
ent wg Sr th Green wane the Mediator dwelling in us and 
arque per ſpirirum ſeſe nobis unientis pers #90 TeRzator 4 bin, i 
{-i0umaobedientia eft formalis canſa juſti- his ſpirit nmting ſelfe to u,wt e 
ficationis noſtrz, utpore quz cx donatione £1, 11 canſe of our juſtification, as 
Dei & applicatione fidei fir noitra, 1d.p.313« that which by the gift of God and ap 

' plication of faith be made ors. 
Thereis Proteſtant Do&rine flouriſhing in Cambridge in 
. my time, the Antithefts of the Papiſt followeth. 


The 
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Partt. The Dodtrine of Fuſbificationeleared. "2 
The obedience or righteonſneſſe of OW HE» EIS 
the Mediatonr, is not groen or applied Phe ng ne  —_ _ 
to beleevers in the place or by way of per modum cauſe formalis, ——_ 
4 formall cauſe, by whoſe vertxe they ſen juſtificari aut Deo in 2ternam Vitam ac- 
ſtand juſtified or accepted of God to Pai. 1d.ih, 

eternall life. 

; I neednotto make uſesof theſe paſfages,they are cleexe, 

as for other, fo the preſent purpoſe. 

T will take one place out of that Orthodox Doftor 
T oſſanw. 

T he matter truly is the obedience of Materiaquidem cf obediencia Chriſti five - 
Chriſt, or his merit=— the forme 5 _— in forma eſt yo npic, 
the imputation thereof, and remiſſion of ,.Coovint Chet ce 008 Proper 
ſinner ; which is done by and for the juftniz Chriſti que oat alede ao has 
bloud of Chriſt, which being imputed vere & realiter, non minus per impuraio- 
cauſeth that the righteomſmeſſe of Chriſt _ | - _ per _ onem, quia &i 

. 7 nl 1oumus & nons YEre 
oi ns at's ocean ph 
then it is Chrifts by ation, becauſe we are inſet tq bim , and it is 
truly given to ws, and —_ accepted j4 on So thePalatinate. 

Come we now to that great Doctor of France,Chamier, 
he ſpeaking of Papiſts, faith : : 

refore #bey beleeve not Chrifts Traque juflitiam Chriſti non. credune effe 
righteouſneſſe to be an inward cauſe, imrinſecam cauſam, hoc eſt materiam, ur 
that is the matter #s we ſpeake of ju- 195 loquimur, juſtibcationis, ſed extrinſecam 
Pification, but outward onely, or the duntaxat,five meritum, L.21:c,2.Se#.28. 
merit. He goeth on. ; 

Andradius (a great ſtick/er in the Councell of Trent taught, 

That our juſtification in Chrift, or Andradis in Chrifto nos juftificari, five 
Chriſt to be our righteouſneſſe, to ſigni Chriftum efle juſticiam noftram nihil fhigni- 
fle no other thing, then Chriſt to bave ficare aud, quam Chriſtum veram expre- 
merited true and expre ſſe pn. amque jullitamnobis promeruifÞe, 
for w, Thus he lajeth downe their tenet. Now for the 


Proteſtants, thus : | 
But Proteſtants conclude But ju- Catholic vero fatuuntm ſed juſtificati- 


ſtification by which we be juſt with onem per quam apud Deum juſt: ſumazefſe 


God tobe impmtation of righteouſne a ——_— q—tm_— nherencique 
inhering in Chriſt, which ſpall not am folmmtent Vas: 
3 able 
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ab'e any other way to merit life unto ws wileſſe it be fo in- 


ted, 

a I will tranſcribe another paſſage, and io doe two 

things ar once, that is, ſpeake to this and the point of be- 

ing ſinners by Adam. Forin both theſe you agree with 

Papilts, the matter will be — by = wan — 

; ientiamA da- os, obedience 
Wy retro gp inherenre Adam al : oo be conſt itmted uly auf 
injuſtitia injuſt>s : fed alreram panrem non and with injuſt ice indeed inhering. 
Adami juſtiria impurata, hoc —_ _ rr - regen; we we are tot 13 
falfum. Imo contra negamus poſſe nos ,fueri ju the jojo —_— woo 
e per urum ho- - Adam 

—— OG hominis injuſticia ted, we ſay this is fi alſe. Tea on the 
nobis impuretnr— quare falſumeſtnon im- co7Mtra7'y me deny that we can be made 
putari poſteris injuſtiriam Adani. C. 2. unjuſt, by injuſtice inherent, by one 
Se. g man , the injuſtice of this one 
mean be 1 ed unto 5 — therefore it 8 fi e that the diſobe- 

diene of darn 5s no imputed to bis poſterity. He goeth on, 

Necmovet me Pererius commentans in DNewttber Peterius( Feſmite) 
hzc ipſa Pauli verbaws non dixit Paulwi(m- yygye me commenting on theſe very 


uit,quah aliquid magnum, neque aliis ob- hp 
Cre in theotogiam invetreret) inobe. 2099 of Paul Pau} ſaid nos 


dientia Adam conftmutos eflc peccatores ne 2th be 4s if be tanto Druinity 
quis putaret per inobedientiam imputatam: ſome great thing, not objerved by 
ſed dixir per inobedientiam, videlicer per a to be itxted finnery by 
peccatum intrinſece manens in ipfis ab Ada- ,,, diſobedience of Adam keft_ons 
mi inobedienria profeftam. Smiliter ergo "7 apy , + 

non quod Chriſti obedienria conftiruar ju- ſoould thinks it by ineputed difobed;- 
ſos quaſi fant homines non per juftiriam in- exce, but be ſaid by diſobedience, that 
hzrencem ſed per imputaram: ſed per obedi- 55, by ſinne remaming within them 

entiams conſtituti juſtos, quia hac cauſa ſuir JE from Adams &d; CEEY 
meritoria, Enim vero cni fe ſperavit perſua- Aft p. + diſobedience. 
ſurum priorem illam Phrafm, juſtitia jutios, <1/*e7 tbe ſame manner therefore , not 
injuſtitia injuſtos heri non nit: formatirer (ur that Chriſts rigbteoufne ſſe ſbonld come 
pay > tr akeram vero per puſtiriam, ſtitate juſt, ar if men were made juſt, 


, ihil ob alis quidem . . 
ns nu Had per jofwiam uni alc; (9peted : but to be made juft Ly obe- 
conftituenrur juſt fic inrelligamus diftum,ar dience, becauſe this was the meritori« 
| Iatie ts Gnennpne meritoria canſai- ow caxſe. Batt whom did be bope to 
cut Papiſtz volunt, ſed ctiam formalis per 121 ade, that firſt phraſe to be mage 
, d Deum * . . _ 
gon nOs mane (mus apc ticum jail. Bb. 3uif by righteou/meſe 


righteowfneſſe, no otherwiſe then for 
formally (1 they love to ſpeaks) you po by head wr" 
and 


= 
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and obedjence,zot ts ſignifie otherwiſe then by way FO 
T berefare that phraſe truly nothing bindereth, If that, by the 
Tighteouſneſſe of one many ſball be conſtituted righteous, we may 
fo underſtand to be ſpoken, that,that righteoufneſſe may be not only 
the meritorious cauſe as the P apiſts would, but alſo the formal by 
which we are now juſt with God. And againe. | 
The frſt place out of Rom. 5, Primumlocum, ex Rom: 5. Bellar minis 
Bellarmine and Becamus (both "R CR Ram ut i aq 
: - tiamChraſtidiei le julliticatie 
fuel) he fo epunnd tet the ef, ws vl calam od ici: pro 
formal came of onr juſtification, but the Jon Adami,& RE ita 
ient; they proveith the obedience of PE illam juſti dicanurcontticat: arqui per 
Cbriſt & oppoſed os obs dif s inobedientiam Adarm non formaliter , fed. 
4 Sham acas yo k 7s lee: meriitie confi uma injulls: 
this to be. conſtituved imjuſt, by that ONS ſed + me a <w 


Here therefore ageine I gram, both gantes, & de illa expiefſc_diſpurayims ap 
the diſobedience of Adaen and the WHIRD>S 0. 36 208 4 
bedjenee of Chriſt, to conſtitute us both rus poſſe pos mexiorie <ffceae hue aan. 
efpcjently and meritorionfly Juſt or un= ftos hve juttos, niſi prius impuentur: nam 
juſt, for of tbat none beavel us denying; 1 non imputencur nullo modo noſtrz fun, 

. : - it coru | - 
diſputed in the ainth booke of this inde ctibagtes, I newels & 
Tome ; but wee conſtantly deny perſonales effe commmunes abſurdum ecft & 


that both are not imputed unto ws. contrad Aorium, Haque oportet imputa- 
Tiy yam hac communicatio non opponirur 


Tea, we deny they can meritorioufl ; 
, "6 , Y proprieraci guia ratio | eſtalia ; haque 
rg we either inuſt or jeſt 5 eeleſſe ipſum' 4dams Sonoma ipſam __ 
e firſt imputed , for they are no vim inobedientiam necefle tuir impurari 
wayes made ours weleſſe they be imtpue- paſllevis ac promde ermam Chriſti obedien. 
ted. For they are and ind. Wam quidem quia Fdanw is fuir in 
uidual! aff; ., -# * guo cflc cenſebarmr univerſum genus hu- 
=o —_ beref proper t9 'manum .per gajuram. Ifta vero quia in 
from whom they are, and there-' Ohriſto-:lt univerſa multicudo fidelium, per 
fare perſonal/, Bus for proper and graziam inde faftam, mr non tantum per 
perſonall as to! e common it ir abu 


I in iplo peccafſe dicantur, quod logge aliud 
n4 eſt, 


Wy Adgrum peccatores fafti fine omnes, fed . + 


as The Dodtrim of Juſtification cleared, Par x, 
eſt, Dico igirar cerwm efſe , & ab Adams and contradiftory. T berefore they 


realiccr injuſtos omnes efſe conſtiruros, 84 ,, ng, - . n 
Chrifto omnes fideles, realiter juſtos , ſed ſt imputed, for this communica 


| "ny 0 #8 not oppoſed to propriety, becauſe 
nego id ab Apoſtolo confiderari, qui cauſas $2008 3 p 
porius inquirar primas, rum il{jus condem- there us a far other reaſon of them, there- 
narionis,rum illiusjuftificarionis. Nam & x7' fore it was neceſſary that the very ſinne 


xeiuz confiderat jamrum in Adame, non ta» = 
men Adamo peculiare,ſcd perrinens ad omne of Adam, Tj ay that very ſame diſo- 


Lenus homanum.Ulc Cenſus firgjam tum cum bedience ſhould be imputed to his 
Adamo damnarum fuifſe univerſum genus hu= perity, and therefore alſo Chriſt; obedi- 
manum five fic faftum reum inobedicnriz ence, Thbat truly becauſe Adam was 
m —_—_ unde eriam. apud ne nr be, in whom bumane nature in gene- 
ram dicirur originis pzna primi peccati; , 
Tronteds aurem ——_ nif illud ipſum rall was Judged to be by nature,b w# the 
primum peccatum impurarerur ? other becauſe there us the witverſall 
Similiter in Chriſto ipſo univerſafideli- multitude of beleevers in Chbri by 
um multirudo dicirur fafta five juſticara, fi- grace ; whence it commeth to paſſe that 


ve quod idem eſt ipſe Chriſtusfaftus omni- a 
bus juſtiria, five omnes in Chrifto fafti ju- "7 onely all are made ſinners by A 


ftitia.— $cd quia illa ipſa Chriſti juſtiria fie dam, but are ſaid to bave ſruned, 
nobis communicata per gratiam, tam certo, which is farre another thing. 
nt certo fir noſtra, nec minus ceno quam ſi = T [gy therefore it is certaine that 


tpfi preſtirifſemus , qui non potuimus. Bre- . 
REES ron eſt, juſtitiam Chriſti all are from Adam conſtiraed really 


effe cauſam efficientem five meritoriam #7 ighteous, and all the faithfull from 
notre juſtitiz.. Et rurſus, five forma» Chriſt really hbteows. But I 


lem 'ut Bellarminas, five materialem ut that to be conſidered of the Apoſtle, 
nos maluimus,cauſam noſtre juſtihcarionis. up, ,yp,, inquireth into the firſt 
Cham, de juftife c. 17. Self, 80. $112, 13. cauſes as of that condemnation, ſo of 
TE that juſtification, for both according 
to judgement, be conſidereth it in Adam then, yet not ar 

to Adam, but aining to whole mankznd that the ſenſe may 

be, even then when Adam ſinned, whole mankind to be dammed 

or _ guilty f ——_ God, w alſo in An» 

ine, originall ſinne 1s ca  preniſbment of the firſt ſin, 

Ys dow Pould it be the ny” p * ya 

be imputed? by 

Inlike manner inChriſt the whole multitude of Faithfull , 5s 

ſaid to be made or juſtified, or which is the ſame,Chriſt him- 

ſelfe made to all righteomſneſſe.— But becauſe that ſame righte- 

ouſneſſe Ru 4 0 communicated to us þy grace, ſo ſurely, that 

it may be ſurely our1, nor lefſe ſurely then owr ſelves bad per= 


Briefely, 


formed it, which we conld net doe. 


Fang” 


Part r. The Dottrine of Fuſtification cleared, 
Briefely, both are true, that Chriſts righteouſneſſe is the effici= 
ent or meritorious cauſe of our righteonſneſſe. == And alſo either 
the formall cauſe, 4s Bellarmine, or the materiall, as we would 
rather, of our juſtification. See him againe. Se 22. &y 23. 
For both cauſes, both becauſeChritt is the efficient cauſe ?7- 
of rightesuines inhering in us,and becaule his fatisfaftion wats 
or merit is imputed unto us; we therefore thus determine. gum dici juſti- 
Chriſt to be called or righteouſneſſe, and lo as it followeth. rtiamnoſtram 
Youlſee here your Jikin&ion and anſwer Popiſh, and re- 
futed by our learned. 
Know you not (faith Door Whitaker to Campian the 
Jeſtite) that our linnes monhautes to Chriſt, and why 
may not Chriſts righteouſnetſe be imputed to us in like 
manner, &c. ſeeing you are compelled on the one fide a- 
gainlt your will, to confeſſe an imputation, why doe yee 
nat alſo grant it in the other ? eſpecially ſeeing the Apo+ Agiinſt Canp. 
{tle himſelfe propoundeth to us this Antjtheſis,2 Cor.5.21. Fg'ſtcd- 
Therefore we are {o made righteous in Chriſt as he was ont ferinfir 
made (inne for us, which mult neceſſarily be underſtood caufam = 
of imputation,the payment is ours, no otherwiſe then by roriam Chrifti 


imputation. Conlider on what (ide you are, and come a 9Þ<dientiam, 
bout &c, non obje- 


Icis no marvel Am. went before you & M.JWinthe ſame guis,fet Hom: 


Arminius wrote Chriſts obedzence to be the meritorious cauſe, p $4. 
Lic, not the object of imputation, Let us heare himſelfe. 
I ſay faith *s imputed nnto us for Dico fidemnobis imputgri proprer Chri- 
Chriſt, ſake and his righteouſne > the ſtum & juſticiam ©5us, in qua ennunciatione 
x :  # ” os hides eſt ohjeftum impurarionis : Chriſtus 
which propoſition, faith 3 the object erg or obedientia ejus, eſt cauſa juſtifcati- 
of imputation, but Chriſt and bis 0- onis impenatoria, five meritoria, quia Chri- 
bedience the obtaining Canuje or meri- RB EIEEING ſua objetum OO 
. * (iba w4s - | : ci, & non objctum juftificationis ſeu im- 
wo Jo APE me Chriſt purarionisDivinz,quaſ Deus nobisChriſtum 
IPO ON COT. i Ie CO of 0X7 cjaſque juſtirian impurer ad juftitiam, quod 
faith, and not the obje& of juſtifica- feri nequir. Armin. Epiſt: ad Hypol. 
tion or divine imputation, 4s if God 
did impute wnto us Chriſt and his righteouſueſſe, which caunat 
be. Let your admirers bcholdthis, and your ſelfe denying 
your opinion to be Arminz;an, and. they- will ſay your o« 
pinion is as Iikeas if itcame out of, Arminius his mouth. 
Ic 


r ” 


4s — ms 
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It is the fate in this bulineſſe, 
Yon goon and ſay. | 
Oxely I tarinot but take notice of # very ſirange 
vinity whereſoever be bad it——— Concerning Calv 


imputed ſatisfaion. 


Heaven ſbould have bt ther to bim. 


fe& righteouſneſſe. Though the guilt and 
PE al Sy away by the bloud Cha a 


fon by the Altive obtalichce of Cbrift ontty, 


Is, it 18 by a Synecdoche, as Calvim and others 


ferings &£n tv death were by obediehce, 


beauty of Chriſt put on it. 


# 


You fay. be maketh the Alive obedience of Chri 
and farifatfory, # if tolive righternſly and boly bere FA fre 
« puniſhment, when # bimfelfe ſaith it win bit mitate, 


| 


ee of Dj- 
e, here ht 


teacheth that finmes of commiſſion are taken away by that part of 
Chriſt: ſatisfalfion impmeed, which 1 called bis Paſſive obedi+ 
tnce or-volunt ary ſuffering the penalty of the Law : and ſinvtt 
of commiſſion by bis Altive obetience in fulfilling the riphteomſ- 
meſſe which the Law _—_ which i the other part of Chriſt: 

his you call a Lernean Lake, of bide- 
ve md portentuons Divinity, things you bave cenſared 
My. Walker world not bave received, an Angel ſrom 


Fheſume 18, there are finnes of commiſſion and of 
omiſſion, ſich areall defets of what was to be in twan, 


iſhtment 
ibe, the 


defe&t muſt ao be made up by the perftR obedience of 
Chrift vur Surety, he muſt and did dve 1h» 1þ42 ave midy 
lie 


But ſay you, ke affirmes the taking away of ſfinnes of othif- 
few the Scrip= 
ture teacherb that without þ1 ding there is wo remeiſion. 
I an{wer, vaely is your owne, hone of Mr. Fathers, and 
though it be given! co the b/ord of CHE I | lon 
e to e 


his ARiverig teouſneſſe i3 not extlnded. It was the #re- 
tions blond of Chrift # a Liathibe without Jpo1, Yea, his fur 


Still you wilt remember that there be what is debirwm 
in eſſe, to life, for which there js provider che af ive obe- 
dience of Chriſt, the Church is boly, #nreprovable anblame= 
able, wholly faire, not by taking away ſpots alotie , but the 


4 


Sir,, 


——_ - ER ————_ — 
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—$*, whas if he had id fo? Ik was na lefſero rake mans 
ature to be made wnger the Lew. 2 4s the DOIN 
poare of hi that Wasrigh, his J# 
Weed. 
tye ebedience of Chre 
led ſatisfaTTory too, 4s concurring and falling in WE 
ence inzo the blow or death of Crip, "4 
Your reaſon, # ws bs me ny a 6 bu (bro 
whole wil in by hand, It was 
Hef he dig is willingly, which Joe yay paar 5 wa = 


re pf po 


bri 
Choi into parts, and wnerly def opal oy epi fry 


7h he 
fon fo wie 


niteneſſe thereof : for what 

ay which vals pet. 
Yau, Arp 

a ELY e? either they 


the ſame; agd SIT doe 
Gr ln 


ſt ans 


him ai n& two natures, three 


nn neck I His 
EET tive. oþe li 
: 


whole 5 rig] hteo 
ive theo Jour 
the Adive qbegicnce [25 © 


| ——— 
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of as a gloſſ corrupting the text, the text is, If righteonſ- 
neſſe be by the Law, Chriſt died in vaine, Gal. 2, 21. Your 
glollc, that it is true of the Law performed by Chriſt as well as 
by men themſeluer, and then if the righteouſneſſe of the world be 
by the Altive obedience of Chriſt bu death muſt needs be in 
vaine, 

This is buta corruption of the text. The ſcopeis, ju- 
ftification is not by mans perſonall obedience to the Law, 
and that if man had beene able to obey perfealy, the 
death of Chri# had beene vaine ; man not being able, but 
being a tranſgrefſor,Chriſts death is neceſſary, which doth 
not exclude kis obedience to the Law for us,Chriſts death 
doth not (alone taken) make usjult, as is required , and 
thns is itby our Sxrety ſupplied, 

Your ſelfe ſay it i fatisfattion in a ſenſe, and to fall in 
with death, fo farre righteouſneſſe is by the Law, Chriſts 
obedienceunto the ſame. 

Yon muft acknowledge Chriſt a fulfier of the Law, and 
and- an eſtabliſber of it this way , and that ith in Chriſt 
doth not make the Law of God of - none effeft, as the word ſpea- 
keth, and learned Expoſitors, of which before. And when 
as -workes or the righteouſneſſe of the Law are excluded, 
itis not Chriſts, buta mans owne. 

Our Church in the Homily putteth Chriſts death as a 
ranſome, and yet addes, who beſides this ranſome fielfilled the 
Law for us perfe@ly. It requireth on Chriſts part juſtice, that 
is ſatisfation to Gods Juſtice, or the price of onr redemption, 
by the offering of bis body and: ſÞedding of his blond, with 
fulfilling of the Law perfelily and throughly—— $3 that in bim 
our juſtification is not onely Gods mercy and gract, but alſo his 
Juſtice, which the Apoſtle calleth the juſtice of God, and it con= 
Pierh in paying our ranſome and fulfilling of the Law, and ſo 
the grace of God doth not ſhut out the juſtice of God in our ju- 
ſtification, but onely ſbutteth out the juſtice of man, that is to 
ſay, the juſtice of our workes, as to be merits or deſerving our 
peſtification: thus our in the Homih, 

That which you call your laſt /abour, p. 98. is but. tri- 
fling, ſuch-at leaft is the Livery you give the learned men 
who 


% 
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who ule the figure Metalepſes, And that of wilfiell men and 
importune ſpirits, and that the bare laying downe the words 
is enongh, and that Mr. Walker hath ratified it, All theſe are 
bur trifling, and fo I paſſe them, Letus come to ſome- 
thing. 

Yau lay, concerning thoſe teſtimonies in generall, I defire to 
proponund but this one conſideration, whether it be probable, eve. 
T hat ſo many learned interpreters through ſo many generations, 
expounding a Scripture which they conceive T ropicall , ſbould 
noue of thens give warning, or ſo much as take notice of a T ro« 
picall expreſſion,but deliver their minds in the ſame wordsgwhere- 
inthe T rope ſpall lie. 

Sir, I anſwer. Firſt, the thing may be done by many 
Ancient and later Divines too, and thoſe never the wiſer 
that negle& the ſearch of them, out of coneipt of their 
owne great light. 

Our learned (exceptzs before named) to a man have 
exprelled themſelves for the Relative ſenſe and faiths 
ralifying as an inſtrument, and the challenge is in 
Print many yeares agone to Bertiws bragging of teltimony 
to name vel #num,as much, or little, as oneexpreſle place 
or Door for the contrary. For ours there are teſtimo- 
nies enough before. Romaniſt; them(elves,as you fora pro- 
per ſenſe,confeſle Proteſtants to be for that which is Tro- 
picall, when as ſome urge difference amongit us, ours an- 
{wer there is none. You were not borne, nor your by-way 
obſerved by thoſe that were curious to objef the ſame. 


I. 


2. 


Noor Davenant cleareth Luther by the Feſwite Vaſques, ®- 3" 


And to that which is maine in our buſinefſe of them of 
thoſe who teach the obedience and righteouſneſſe of 
Chriſt imputed to be the formall cauſe of juſtification he 
ſaith, 


But this # the common ſentence of Ar hzc communis eſt noftrorum omnjum 


all our: neither if we reſpe the thing ſcnrenria, neque quod ad ipſam remartiner,, 


it ſelſe, 3s there any one that. wrote jj, 
or thought otherwiſe. One may be 
confident of it in his judgement, he knew none of ours, 
if there were they are without ; indeed yours is bur of 
V 3 yelter- 


” 


quiſquam & noſtris aluer ſcript aut ſenſu. 


The Doltrincaf Juſtification cleared. Part tr. 
yolter-day amongt 1s. And ſhall we now thinke they held 


? TJuders Apela,non e 
"" Wherear you ery in | contrary, Mer, Walker hack 
given teſtimonics, and many more may be given to fill 


bookes. 
For Þrcer I wonder _on mention him, when as your 
Me. otton {peaking of him ith, 


Whom 1 4 Ie tob 

hujus de impuratione opHNo- perſwva e my ſelſe to ave 

No fuiſke wide eductes.* For. beene the Ambor of this opinion of 

2.1, 1.0,14- p.17 0, rnpertation. Where alſo you may 
reade hjs expoſition of chat Articlein the Argufine con- 
teſfion, in theſe words, in the conference at Ratzbor, Arno 
1546. 

ia hac fide approhcagdiems jultirigm Ine yrs h 
perktam Chriſt ideo Apoſtolus dixi £re- « "4 a ee 


denti in cum qui juſtificar impium, fidem e- 
jus reputari in juſtiriam,fdem ſc. apprehen- = fon oe & 
denrcm juſtitiam Glaſs, id <ft, i planyChai- C5197 4 wt in 1.5% my oi 


ſtizuſticiam, ; faith, fink 

to righteouſueſſe » rao 

of £00 OLED 

wc the Lof a merkeorious 

we 2/" it pans gErVe, as ww I #nde Brcer alſo 

amongk chaſe of Sirens, and his writings are not now 
inginchard. 


For BebingerT haveread in hi 
Conſt his hriſtum implevitſe wk RO 
Legem, & banc fl perietvonem marbe Je is certaine therefore from theſe, 
omnium, Dec. 3. for. $.p. a77.1. Meinfer- Chriſt to bave fitfilled the Low, end 
Teth it framshe gexts. RemB,q. bius 80 be #be perſotlon of all men in 
| abe axorid. And then : 

In coeft dileflig ,Dei fine B: ju-  Janbine there % the moſt perfe(? tove 
Qitia per omnia abſphazi hanc nobis of (Gods axd righteonſneſſe every Pay 
im perfeftiſimis communicat gratis, 11 creda- moſt abſolute, and be doth freely capt- 


mus; condonar enim nobis peccara faQus 
pro - -nobis-expiatiq, '& communicat nobjis municate thy 40 #5 that are moſt - 


fam juftrtiam que imputata vpcatur, cx perfeld, if we beleeve ; for he pardo- 


2 Cor. 5 lt. & Rom. 4. creditlit Abraham, — bejng nade for 


&c. Fide enim comprehend mus Chriftum 
quem credimus abſokuyiTime pro nobis ef 4K expiativat, aud communicgteth 


Deo farisfeciſſe, arque Dew to aulass righteoſneſſe which is cafled 
rum cle propeer Choke a Cho amgritaiine(wbich the proverh 2©or. 
Jutitiam 5, ult. 


- 


bs i cd afts. 


"fr 
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$i. Rom. 4. Abrahurt brfreved juſtiriani iv 
Oe. For by faith we comprehend (k nk, nets mnt E_ 
Chriſt, whom we beleeve moſt abſolnte- mns jam fhi Dei. ) quia nos fu- 
ly 1 bave ſathfied for ww, and God ., Pn nnltus morraliomexatte fatisfe - 
to be at peace with w for (brift, and roy pe ie, qubaidte igirur promictirue 
the 1 ighteouſneſſe of Chriſt to be free« himirumt beſpicir Jpeg —_ C a; 
[3 imputed unto mm, M onr orwne perfedam juſticiam que es 
rm our owne by bis gift) becauſe we Unde jam clarwm eſt iſtas Chriſti Domini 
be now the children of God. ys 10 2quipollere,Quyii cred in nie ha- 

When a no mortall man exaitly COIITY Rs 
ſatisfied the Law fir himſelfe , bow 3} **<B decalogi abrogario in illis de 
Geryive ojuter rent hd ie and FE od 
ſalvation to ſuch as obſerve the Law ? p, 179. in tide eſt perfolta juſtiria noſtri, 
No wonder, for that promiſe reſpefFeth that per felt righteouſeſſe 
of Ghrift which is impnted unto ue. righteouſseſſe 

Whence it #s now tl ; X 
equivalent, He that prandery aug Aheredr ones pm 
_ _ keepe the Commandement/ ift,andl, If Vow 

berefore the whole abrog ation alogne : . 

thoſe things of which we doo +a | > confi th. in 
faith is our perfet? righteon(} fore, that Chriſt oh 

And now Reader ſee how eraly h ; 
thatthey exchide all other ies hire oo ale Soars 
jy ueyprd ne thisimputation; and thus for Rik Ur —- 
= ” you are pleaſed total! it, we ſhall: ſte more atter-- 

Cothe we tow to your ſecond 4, - ; 
furre uw it will reach, you, Makes "—o cio nyent 
comradidtion , that the Amnhors cold that in "of then 
and comment aries offibly take the word Fanh Sx ag of 
hs raMrue ſenſe, '* ina . ” "ng 178 

Þ => omg br ation. 

rwanſe (ſay you ) the word ſaithtaken in a fignreti | 
fo the rihnofuſſe of Hoa Nadute de Bike 
gl ab 4 for example, Lurker 
* 4. Vs r tat p : 
CF at ed 
e Chriſt . E 
» ant faith properly, be makes Luther an 


execrable: 
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execrable blaſphemer, for he calleth the rightcouſneſſe of Chriſt 
imperſelt righteouſneſſe. Illiricus a beggerly faith, &c. and there 

Tre. 
4 1. Ianfwer that Calvine and Luther take the word , 
faith, in this point of juttification, as an inſtrument 
Relatively, figuratively, and that ir juſtifieth as it raketh 
in its obj:& Chriſt and his ones z and not in a 
propef ſenſe, as a worke conlidered in and by it ſelfe, and 
that they teach the righteouſneſſe of Chrilt to be that 
which being imputed by God, and applied by our faich, 
to be that whereby we be jult before God, is as evident 
and cleare as the Sunne in the firmament ſhining at noone 
day. 

7 That the rankeſt enemies of Gods grace, whether 
Arminiansor Papiſts; yet, never (knowing the ſame) were 
ſo inconſiderarte to lay ſuch a charge on them, 

\ 3, That it is an injurious kinde of dealing with Au- 
thors, to force them to ſpeake againſt maniteſt expreſſuces 
of themſelves in their qvritings, a miſerably poore ſhift, 
a (igne thata man is neere driven in a ſtrait, deſperate, 
eſpecially in _— to doe ſo. It were more modelty to 
ſay we underſtand them not, or deny their authority with 
reaſon, to ſay they erre, then thus as it were to ſnarle at 
them, and bite them. 

4. Whenas we ſpeake of faiththatit is imperfeR, beg- 
gerly, leprous, weſpeake of it (though an initrument) as 
itis in it ſelfe, and therefore taking it ſo, deny itto ſuſti- 
fie as a worke, or for its worth, and fay it hath need of ju- 
{tification ir ſelfe ; and that in juſtice God cannotaccount 
it for the righteouſneſſe of the Law, we ſpeake of it as 
of an hand that receiveth riches. Whether ite weake, or 
uncleane, or leprous, ſo it affordeth a ſtrong argument a- 

inſt your proper ſenſe, and a neceſſity that when as it is 

aid ojuſtife that it ſhould doe fo in reſpett to the obje& 
it is imployed about,the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt which 
it receiveth. | 

And when as by a Trope the rightcouſneſle of Chriſt is 
fgnificd , or taken in with faith the inſtrument, there is 


none 


Part 1. The Dodtrine of Fuſtification cleared. 
nonethat ſaith either that faith is the righteoulneſle of 
Chriſt, or whatſoever is predicated of the inſtrument faith, 
is true- of the-obje& of it the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, 
When you prove theſe, Chriſt ltall be and his righteouſnes 
as is ſaid of faith, imperfett, leprous, &c. till gong 
the faith chat is imputed be fo, it will nor betrue'of 
objeQ, imperfeQion and leproſie is its owne.. Juſtification 
properly. is the effe& of Chriits righteouſneſle,, . which is 
given to faith not as imperfett or weake, or ſtrong, but as 
an hand receiving the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, which ap- 
plied, jultifieth, 
. Thusaslam able I have indeavoured to anſwer you, 
not leaving willingly as much as one paſſage unanſwered, 
and now may ſay, what you ſay notwi ing or doe 
againit Mr. Walker, or the cauſe, He may ſtill bave Peliade 
ſtomachum cedere neſcii. The ſtouter a man is for the truth, 
I fay the truth, the greater is his glory. 
or a cloſe, give me leave to the many teſtimonies uſed 
already, to adde ſome more our of ſome learned moderne 
writers, by which the Reader may ſee whether the 
pzr ſenſe of faith, or that which is Relativeto its objel 
the righteouſneſſe of Chriit hath their conſtant patronage, 
and whether webe juſtified by faith in a proper ſenſe, or 
the imputation of the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt. 
Luther ſhall lead the way. He to the Galatians hath ma- 
ny places. I in my reading him over have obſerved .theſe, 
as heis in Eng'ifb. . | 
I bawe —_ righteouſneſſe and life, which is Chriſt the ſon P.8, r, 
of God. Wherefore Chriſt apprebended by faith, and dwell; 
in the heart, is the true Chriſtian wighteonſugſſe, for the which \, 55.Col.z. 
God counteth us righteous; and giveth wu eternall life.  Whoſo® * © 
ever ſball be found baving this confidence in Chriſt, appreben- pg, , 
ded in the beart, bim God will account for righteows ;- this 1s the 
meane, and this is the merit, whereby we attaine remiſſion of ſuns p._ 66,2, 
#nd righteouſneſſe. pogoaNgrs haſt laid bold on Chriſt by faith, 
throug m thou art righteows. 
We _— juſtified and made righteous in Chriſt. P. 70, 2. 
And teacheth what true Chriſtian righteauſneſſe is, _ 
tat 


—- 
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Parr. t« 


P.89.1. 


I'b; 
Ih. 


P. 13.1, 


P, 112.1. 


P. 116.2. 


P. 119-1. 


P., 119.1. 


P.119.2. 


tha righteonſreſſe whireby Chriſt livah in wt , 


and not that 


Now, becanſt Chriſt liveth ih me, thereſore Iooke that grace 
riphteomſheſſe, Oe. * mm mes it * by, and yet notwithſtanding 
rhe ſ.:mte is mint alſo by that waſpeakable union and communion 
which 4s through faith, by the which Chriſt and I are made one 


Bodly mm ſpirts. 


For as nnech #s Chrift liveth in me,it foloweath, that s T muſt 
meds be partdher of grace, tighteouſneſſe, Ec. 1 am now one 
with Chriſt , that is to ſay, Chrifts righteonſneſſe, Ec. are 


mine. 


Chriſt died for firmes that be might make m1 righteows, there« 


fore when T feele my Jelfe a firmer, through Adams tranſpreſſi- 


1, why ſhit T not ſay that I am made rigbteows through the 


yipbreonſnefſe of Chriſt. 
7 will atcoutrt ard profrotence thee as 6 gr 
But becauſe I amrcovered under the fÞbadow 


'# the Chicken 1nder the wing of the Hen. 


of Chriſt; wing, 


Thringh'whom wwe ave taade jerfelt, finne is pr for 


Chr\ts ſake in whom thou beletveſt, who 3s pcrfe 
righteouſneſſe # thy rigbteonſneſſe, and thy \ſinme 
Por all the promiſer paſt are contained in Chriſt 


ly juſt whoſe 
bis frnme. 
t0 come there- 


fore as well Abraham as cþe other Fathers, are made Yighteome 
by faith in Chrift, they by faith in bim to come, we by fairbtn 


bit norv prefert. 


Therefore all the trorld i bleſſed, that is, receiveth imtputatien 


of righteufneſe if zt beleeve s Abraham did. 


berefare to ſay that 'the Nations are bleſſed, i nothing elſe 


bnt that riphteoufheſſe 4 freely given'to them , or 
coited righteous before Goll. 


that they are-. 


CMoredver, if the Nationrbe'b'efſed, that is to ſay, accomndd 
righteows before Gull, it 'followeth that they are free from ſinne 
and detth, antl are made pa*takers of 'righteouſneſſe, Sc. 'by 


faith in Chriſt. 


Gen. 12. 9. ſpedketh of fuch a bleſſing as belongeth 'to im- 
pretation of righteouſneſſe, whidh is ao HA BI Boare By 


deemeth from "the 'enrſe 'of finne, ww this Bleffi 
anbe/eeve 


onely by faith, forthe text ſaith, Abrahb 


d, imd re- 
he's rectived 
Joes. 


To 
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- Tamaky Md righteous befare God there mh 4 farre more. ex- 
lem price required, which is neither the righteonſneſſ* of many. Pe 129.1, 
or the Law. Here we muſt have Chriſt to bleſſe 1, C0; Abra- 
bambad. 

Whom Abrabam hioi/fe by faith did and 
through bim was bleſſed. So making an bappy change with ue, Ih, 
be tooke upn bins. out ſinfiell perſon, ani, gave nwa ts his innys- p. 
cent and. vicduniows perſon, wherewith we being naw clothe4are 
freed from the curſe of the Law. Hethat dath/o (balews) hath 
| that iunacengy and vitony of Chriſt, by faith aucly therefore we p ”_ 

are made righteow, for faith laieth on this bamucengy and : 

viddory. of Ebriſe, 

T he Law threatneth unto thee death, te, bunt he not aft aids P, 160.2. 
fly nat away, but ftand fait, 1 ſupply and perfarms” all things 
for tb:e, 1 ſatisfte the Lam for thee, - 

T berefare there care: 4 farre other' Mediator them No- P. 161.1, 
(cs, which may ſathfe'the Law. | 
The pu pm of ys th in XR AE <GHD 
Yocency, bicrighreomfrnſ e, bis mi ” 

Buz Chriſt himſelfe 14. 0197 garment, ory be apparel/ed mith 
Gy 1s ot, Oro, byt with. au. incamparatle gift, that is to ſay, 
| miſſion of ſunnes," rightea/neſſe, pract, — an 


139.3, 


P.175.1- 


Ib! 


bimfelſe % 

But you are clothed with a new garment, to wit, with the 
rightcadfſe of Chriſt, now when we are nb Chriſt 7+ 176-4; 
a withthe robe of our Nighteonſoeſe, and ſaluativu;ec: 

For « much « Chriſt fleaſetb God, and. me: are» in bimygve ?. 1838.2, 
alſo pleaſe God and are boly. 

ts bim doe I belexwe, if I. bes ſonner and erve, be is righe P. 189.1, 


ters. and cannot. eve. He with- al tat: 3-nihin 5 neade P.n4s;r; 
age pr nn 
Faith God: gift worke in au bears, which abvifins P.47.1, 
jufifeth wn becanſe itapprebendeth hs 
Wales  foith por yrergs 1. the frm which = 


"Ven ow juſtifieth, Do a and poſſeſs Þ 65.1. 
fethiby. treaſure, even Chriſt preſent. 


Þ & N To 


1 
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— 


P. 67. Zo 


In Rom. 3+ 24+ 


Ih. . 


Ib, 


Þ. 
Ad verſ.z1t. 
> 


In Rom. 4.3« 


Ib, 


Ad.v67.3. 


Ad Rom.5.17 


& 19 verl; 


To bim:thet boleeveth, ſine is pordoned, and righrewſueſſ 


Calvine. 
God#o be withou: Chriſt alwayes angry with ws , that we 
are raeenciled by bim whileſt we are accepted in bis righteonſneſſe, 
Oe. | 

By faith we come to the poſſeſſion of that benefit. 

But by naming bloud alone he would not exclude other parts 
of rellemption. But rather under one part to comprebend the 
whole ſumme = So by a Synecdoche the whole expiation is 


For Chri Id be in vaine given to us for righteouſneſſe 
wnleſſe TE all be fruition by Eith, Ine 
hen we cometo Chriſt, firit in him there is found the exal# 
righteouſneſſe of the Law, which by imputation is made ours. 
oy doe we otherwiſe attaine righteonſneſſe, but becauſe, 
# it is brought unto us in the promiſe of the Goſpel, ſo we ſee the 
poſſeſſion of it as it were by faith, 
From whence we gather that it is not diſputed what manney 
of men, men are in themſelves, but in what place God accounteth 
them, not that=— butt becauſe when the eauſe is ſought why God 


loveth us, and achnowledgeth ws as juſt, there 1s a neceſſity that 


Chriſt ſhould come forth who may clothe ws with bis righte- 
euſneſſe, 

For (that a man may be juſtified) there is required perfet? 
and numeris ſuis omnibus, x. every way nafbrnand of Ml 
ence'as the promiſe of the Law ſoundeth, Lev, 18, 5. Thoſe 
that are already _— with the. righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, they 
not onely have God favourable to them, but to their workes,whoſe 


 ſpotr and wrinkler ave covered bythe bolineſſe of Chrift, that they 


cauſe why-workes arc accoume 
But by Chriſts nighteruſneſſe we are anotber way reſtored to ſal- 
vatzen, neither is it therefore accounted to 9, becauſe it is within 
us : but becauſe we poſeſſe Chriſt bimſelfe with all bis goode, 
given to ws by bis Fathers bounty, vhe free gift of righteouſnes 
fignifieth imputation. | 
But indeed that we may come to the participation of the 
grace 


come not to account, if ſo the Tay of faith be the onely 
6 IR 
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ace of Chriſt, it beboveth that we be inſet into bim by faith. CAdrerſ.en 
© That then moreſt injoy Chri fſe, it is neceſſary ; 
that thaw be # beleever, becanſe by faith we attaine fellowſhip 
with bim, 
But jt behoveth ws to be ju As —arnyparmroe vaſ.ys; 
When be pr Eon Ee i by the obedience ROY 


of Chrift, bence we gather , Chriſt in that be ſatisfied bis F a= 
ther, to hay att righteonſneſſe for us ; whence it followeth, 
that the quality of righteouſneſſe is in Chriſt, but that which ts 
oper to bim to be accounted ta us. He interpreteth alſo what is 
the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, when be calleth it obedience. wag 
I beſeech you let us obſerve what we muſt. bring into en 
God if we would be juſtified by Ro yu. Ir the r fe. Ad verſe, 
neſſe of the Law every way abſolate. 
T ou ſee therefore ws t0 be altogether excluded from the 
ouſneſſe of worker, and therefore that we fly tothe ri T7 AdRom.8.z, 
of Cbriſt, becauſe there can be none in us, 
Which u eſpecially neceſſary to be knowne, bemfowebs never 
rein: with the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt malefſe we firſt ſurely 


Nowbe ſheweth the manzer whereby the heavenly Favker re 
foreth to 9 righteauſneſſe by bis ſinme— 

T here 5s no doubt bs righteonſneſſe to be called ; which i biy Adc 10.3. 
Jt. 
4 we have elſewhere ſaid, bow men put on 


bis righteowſnes 
by fainh, > forſcoth. becauſe Chriſts righnonſueſſt is imputed; to 


But after he caſt all «nder gilt, be ſubſtinated anew ri 
teoruſneſſe in Chriſt. —» Which being ons freely, » 2 fd by 
faith. 

H. excelewh takgth aw a5 thir ſcruple, when pptbe ey Invents, 
Dodrine of the Law he eftab 51-5 chr 

The aprabturi/ ah 18. 5. Lord 4 ood 
wh ng yr Ae all keepe bis Law. 

And ſo by rr dr we they _—— to th. 
fly toChriſt, yp I 30. be w# made —— be un 

derſtendeth us in bis name to be accepted ' of Gozl, becauſe by bis 1,1, Cora.30, 
2h be bath expiated our ſinnes, un bis righteowſneſſe Dew 
3 


' +1 
- 


ITE SS 


"The nin Fabien. Part r. 


Ad 2 Cor.5. 


ulr, 


AdGal,z. 6. 


Cap 


6 ? 
4 


be 1mputed to-wr.F or when 6s we rightefieſs of fe in 
in reneiffion. of ſims and free: accept ation, we obrajnt 
Naw be more pliinely yr: ovyet we ; before touchet, that 
then God is favourable to us when as be acknowledgeth me for 
juſt, for thoſe rwo are all one, that we" are accepted of God ,, and 
th at-we are rep = juſt, Kghteouſneſſe here is taken far accep- 
Mitian, nighteonſneſſe ts accounted to us. 
aobavene ay before-God.? forſooth, as Chriſt was 4g ſin- 
ner, for after 4 manner he toohe upon him our perſon, that he 
naight be made guilty in our name, and might be judged as. a ſin- 
ner, not with his owne, but others fanltc, when as himſelfe hold 
be and free from all: fault, and' ſbould nnder-goe 
not due tohimſelſebut us. So furſoorb are we juſt in bim 
not becauſe by our owne workes we may ſatisfie the judgement of 
Grd, but becanſ we are acconmmed the rigbteouſneſſe of dos 
mf frien + by 'fathehuri may be owre. 
ben as be ſaith, that be beleeved was imputed to him, for 
eſſe, betherein- ſignifierh Þim to be juſt who is accouny 
red ſuchwith God, hs as mere. have not righteonſheſſe laid 
up in themſelves, they attaine it by tzmputation, becauſe God. ao 
ak hobo riglwe fe, wous. hear are ſaid 10 be 
juſtified by faith, not becauſe Hr iafſeth the Dabit'or qauiry- 
off faithinto-us, but beeanfe we are arvep ted of” God. But why is 
fo great honour given unto it that it "2 ſhewld be called the caſe 
'Þ 


wor ws 
> by onely tht inſtrumentall cait , for 
rs agen 2-45 nothing elſe but. God gractoug accept ation, 
pk, ich-our ſalvation it laid; But becauſe the Lordi. ing 
uo 15.4 teſtimony of bis-lave- and ava by the Goſpel, com- 


municateth unto us raw bteonfy age I called #, therefore 
ray pre rn ne to Puinh oj els aus” we 


diſpute not of the-prineipall cauſe, onely' we. obſerve the manzer 
whereby men come unto true R, this rightemſneſe ia 


perm; greet Es: " hi we ate © 


.by ; Chriſt to be our 0 
Fran Funen EXT 'to be rapkens, I 


us 
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us by the death and reſurrection of Chrift, Ri & be 
beſtownd on 45 bythe Goſpel, that wetby fait obtains righte= 
ouſneſſe. | 
? have pmt you in minde, that thoſe that are nuſt by firith, 
that they are juſt ont of themſelves in Chriſt, not > we 
have praiſe of honeſty among men, are we accounted juſt before 
God— but when we bring to bin the perfett obedience of the 
Lam becauſe we bave u not in our ſelves, 'Gdd giveth it wa 
freths 
I paſſe what Mr. Wlker hath gathered out of theſeand 
other Authors,and Printed, and many teſtimonies of 0< 
thers, which I truly have by me already gathered, which 
needed but tranſcription. 1 will content my {clfewich rhe 
teſtimonies of ſome fewyourſebfe name, and 'but a fer, 


— 
: 


that the world may ſce what faith isdueto you.in citing - 


Authors. I confefſe Fhave not all their writings by me, 
either to examine yourrteltimonies,or bring them for my 


{elfe, ſo farre as I have will give a fulfhcient 'tafte to 'the i 


Reader. 
For Bucer I referre- me to what wasobferved before. 
And ſo for Bullinger, and the Reader may turne to Mr. 
I alker. | 
Luther on that very text you cite, hath theſe paſſapes: 
Becauſe I am covered wnder the ſhadow of Chriſt; wings. 
F lytng to Chrift our Mediator and Reconciler, through whom 
we are made perfett , Through bins we bave all things who one- 
doth ſupply whatſoever is waming in ws. For feſws Chriſts 
ſake in whom-we doe beleere, os "ap 
: #5 forgiven thee for Chriſt: ſake who ic perfeftly juſt; 
whoſe righteouſneſſe ur thy righteonſneſſe , and 1hy ſixne Ex 


ſenne, | 
Chriſt which was given for-ws, whom. we ebetnd , that 


Cal. 3+.6, 


cauſeth cha Gil doth avcount that faith though ithe imperfelt ſari, - © - 


| rp 15 
is 0 
becaufe you have-upprehended and imbraced this objeQ, there-. 
fore ye pleaſe bim. 20 cane 
Nything commeth betweene(me a ſinner and Chriſt: laveYbuti 
Chriſt: 


Jett T-bring ſent from the F atber pleaſed, you, and 


a. 6 
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Chriſt the Mediator. Imputation of righteouſneſſe 1s alſo ne- 
eefſa, finmes doe remaine in us which God- doth utterly hate, 
therefore it is neceſſary that we ſhowid bave pr ye of righte= 
ouſneſſe, which we obtaine through Chriſt, and for bis ſake who 


is given unto.us, and received of us by faith. 
T be recouciler (whence ſinne is no ſine, damnable and not ) 
i the Mediator betrveene God and man, even the man Feſws 
Chriſt, Rom. 8. I. TE 
ſudge now whether he excluded the objeR or no, who- 
ther he taketh it not in as what is apprehended and appli- 
ed by faith, 
Perer Martyr hath theſe words, | 
Quin eriam fides ipſa, fi qua'noſtrumopws, But alſo faith it ſclfe, if it be con- 
eft conlidererur, ca juſtificari jnon poſſumus, ſidered a our worke, we cannut be Jutn 
_ opus fit & mancum & (ror propre ſtified with it, ſeeing it is a worke both 
rerims requurir. QA 1112 | i . 
© dicimur au proticiiories Dei, & Chriſti lame and imper/ſe » mach worſe then 
juſtiriam meriraque;per +pſam apprehendi» (God) requireth, but we are ſaid tobe 
mus & nobis applicamus. Loc,Com.Ade juftif. jreſtified with 21, as by it we apprehend 
Sea. 8. the promiſes of God, and the righteouſ= 
neſſe of Chriſt and his merits, and applie them to our ſelues. 
Fingas tibi mendici hominis feediſfimam ToPpe - v1 iy elſe the moſt 4 
& leproſam manumgqua capiar cleemoſynam 47® leprous han of ſome begger yv1 
ab offcrente: cerre-mendicus itle 2 fadirare which be may receive'an almes from 
ſen ſepra manus haud quaquam juvarur, [ed þimtbat offereth it; ſurely that begger 
cleemoſynam qualicunque accipir. Seft.8. +; b:Iped from the filtbineſſe or le- 
proſie of by band, but by whatſoever band it doth recetve, Ib; 
He that bath Chriſt in bimſelfe, be 


i in ſcipſo Chriſtum haber, is omnino "#<, tote b 
OLED illo enim Paulus ſcribir bath righteonſaes altogether, for of him 


of Corr1. co 8. qui faftus «Hh nobis ſapientia, Paal writeth ad Cor, I, 1, who na 
Hic (Phil.3.9.) cam juſtifiam quz eſt ex Here be calleth that righteouſneſſe 


ribus & ex Lege. appellar. ſuam:cam 2-1 » | 
nr he eſt 6x bde IG Maxhne which is of workes and the Law, bw, 


optar appellar jutitiam'* Jeſu -Chriti, $#24h4t which of faith, and which 

Se. 53s oy | be moſt wiſbeth, be calleth it the rigbte= 
oh ouſneſſe of Jejne Cbriſt, 

Credidit Adra- Abraham beleeved, ec. But what did he beleeve ? forſooth 

ham,8&c,Atille quid cr6didir } hoc ſc, ſemen bi dandum effe, unicuni, viz. iltod;uc Paw 

lus incerpreraturin quo omnes nariones cllenr benedicendi,quodeſt Chriitus Jeſus, Gen. 

15.6. 64/.3.16 8 I}. . . hd. 4 


this 


PREE_T PR —_ ” 
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this onefy ſeede to be given unto bimgtbat s, as Paul interpreteth, 

in which all Nations were to be bleſſed, which is Chriſt, Gen.15, 

* 6.Gal.3.46. Pareus, 

What did Abraham beleeve? to Quidcredidix 4brahammn:mpe,concionem 


|; ill ( Dei gratia jms 
wit; Gals conſole Serv of Gale ine natures Fart. Apcfone 


ſingular gr ace of ſeed to be borne nim promiſſum femen cxpreſſe dicir cffe 
of Sarah for the Apiſtle calleth the Chriftum. Nec dubitari poreit, ſeminis pro= 


promiſed ſeed, expreſſels Chriſt. Neither miſſi>nem , cui credidifſe Abrabam dicirur, 


: (> cohzrere cum promiſſionibus ancegreſlis & 
can (t be doubted the p remiſed ſeede ſubſecuris de ſemine & beneditione umni- 


whiah Abraham beleeved to agree ympgentium per illud. Inlocum. 
with foregoing and following pro- 
miſes of ſeede and bleſſing of of Nations by it : and then A- 

brahams faith was a general faith or C atholique ( ax Sopbiſters 

call it) aſſenting to every word of God, But alſo ſpeciall reſting 6... p,,.., 
on the promiſe given of ſed, which is Chriſt. So Ambroſe, cap, 4. dub. 3. 
Abraham beleeved God : What did be beleeve? that be was to Juſtiriacergo z 
have ſeed, that is, a Sonne , in whons all Nations ſbonld be ju- ci impurata 
ſtified. T herefore Abrahams was founded in Chriſt. The A- ———_— 
poitle will more clearely declare this faith aboxt the end of the ham ola fide 
chapter expreſſely teaching; Fuſtifying faith ought to be faſtued Kc. 

in the death and reſurreFion if Chrifh Pareus, p. 265. 

And inthe former page, Now on __ 
the contrary, be proveth Abraham to _ —_ pt ___ _— om— 
el car by faith, that s, with rara credenii, idque diſerto Scripture teſti - 
righteou/neſſe freely imputed to the be= monio. 
leever. 

And there. having denied faith as a yertue 80 juſtific, 
though itbe moſt excellent, &c, Abraham is propoſed not as 
working but as by faith freely receiving righteouſneſſe, p. : 
270, 

Againe, When faith is ſaid to be imputed for righteonſneſſe 
it is not to be underſtood but Relatively , be:auſe righteonſneſſe 
ſhall be freely imputed to the beleever , or bec ſe the belcever of Cv 
grace ſbal! be reputed juſt. Gate 5 our 

I will name but one place more now of Parew, he is tidem, id et, 
often beforecited, who when in anſwering Bellarmine, he bo yt 
had ſaid of Luther but in s metonymicke ſenſe be ſaid faith, *IP oc mein 


that is, Chbri ebended by faith, to be our righteouſneſſe.— ic; 
Adderh. "ay Y "7h _ 


6 


" P #4. 
- +% 
* ol} 
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Q1tm ſenſum meronymicum ſh oppugnat 
Advcr.arias, cerre non Lutherun im 
fed Spiricum ſanftum blaſphcmar, qui Chri- 
tum expredſe vocat juititiamnoſtram, Jer. 
33 6.& x Cor. 


$15 4ig, 


Fide autem 
quod fibi dee? 
aliunde mutu- 
anturs ide2que 
apre vocatur 
gmmputativa h- 
Wet jutlirias 
Referrur illic 
promiſſio ſc- 
wints ſurnri, 
Ubi cauſa que - 
zwcur cur— pro 


Chrifum pro- 


ſurely 
1.30. Caſtig. h, 2.C. 4 þ- 


Which figurative ſenſe called Me 
A tomymit, if the Adverſary oppoſeth, 
/eth not Luther, but 
blaſphemeth the boly Ghoſt, who calleth 


be oppo 


Chriſt expreſſely our righteouſneſſe, #8 
Jer. 23.6, & 1 Cor. 1, 30. 

Calvine followeth, in both places mentioneth the ob- 
j-&. Abraham by beleeving doth no ather thing then imbrace 
the grace tendered to him, by -wbich he meaneth the promiſes, 
Chriſt that ſeed eſpecially and his righteouſneſſe, and that is in- 


And on the ſame place, ——_— they 
therefore it # openly called 


where what 1 wanting to them, 
imputed righteonſneſſe by faith. 


T bither 1s to be referred the promiiſe of | 
Where the cauſe 1s ſought. Why— he acknowledgeth ws for 
righteons, it is neceſſary that Chriſt come forth, who clotheth 


us with bu righteonſneſſe. 


folded in the goodneſſe of G14 which it is ſaid to apprehend. 
borrow from elſc= 


feed. 


Faith adorneth ws with anothers righteonſneſſe, which it begs 


getb of God. 


Faith bere hath relation and refpefF to ſuch a word of God, 


juſtis agnoſca', which men beleeving. can reſt in'it, What the promiſes are be 


due neceilc eſt, 'p. ets and Martir before. 
Which righteouſneſſe ſceing men have nat placed-in themſclues, 


qu ſua nosu- 
ſtitia induar. 
Aliena juſti-ia 
nos hdes ornat 
quam a Leo 
gendicar. 
And on Gal. 6. 
Fides hic rela- 
tonem habcr 
ac reſpefii ad 
tale verbum 
Dei, quoſreri 


ptio infqua fundat 


& gratizz per Evangelium reddendo, iam quam dixi juſtitiam nobis communicat, ideo. 
fide illam percipimus, oy 


they obtaine it by imput ation, 


ſberveth toward: the end of bis Commandement on that place, «t 


To that quoongwhy ls ſo great honour givento faith, 


that it is called che cat 
{wereth. 


iſe, of our righteouſneſſe? he an» 


Firlt, we muſt knov» it 14 onely the inſtrumentall cauſe, ſor to 


ceptation, in which our ſafety 5 founded.” 
But becanſe the Lord in giving us a teſtimony of bis. love and, 


homimes acquieſcere in.ipſo poſſiar, Quum autem juftitiam inſe repofiram non habeant 
hommes,,mputatione hanc adipiſcuntur. Primo ſciendireſt efſe cauſam dugraxar inftru- 


mentalem, nam proprie loquendo juſtiria noſtra nihil alind eſt quam gramuira. Dei acce- 


ſpeake properly, aver righteouſneſſe 14-10 other then Gods free 4c= 


acit noſtraſalus, Scd quia Dominus teſtimonjum nobis amoris ſui 


* favony. 


Part ' 
I 
. pn PII —_— 
of > — : 
nl 16 
- 3 


from: 
EEO 
cdpnt woes co 
A——_ mates nicate to 
the inde faith we grove pack a that righteouſh 
L , we di ; 71 refle 
—_— Ty _ mb wi of NOI id 
> IIs t-b men obſerve _ ſed? non de ibvimus hom'n 
s mubere #1 For this rE come 19 rue —=_— canrum THOR RR jnitif 
may inhe £ft, mot ighteouſmeſſe a veniun honinc ad veram ipa.diſl 4, 
We dere in many bu gualely je _ — ine tos Deia juſtin qu9- per- 
Paton ago Ejur7 vp poliderur > jufirl 
them Jſt by fai lled to mind onely by fai hy atgſed ide qual - 
—_—_ Aarſarth ith, are juſt noſe y faith. dh a—_— 
e q | Ju ſs ove A 
— juſtiGed _ of Meminrinmrer 
of the L ing the perfe ore God zaſtos etc go qui fide juſti 
fed aw, for | od righte , Qu ,nempe i juſti ſont 
=—Y - Son. en ſes tiam am affcrimus perl n Chriſta » £8 
a in , Pr yo ”a ” _ 
pry © leaſt point, be of the 4.64 in minimo _ mor merry 
Ab fo HS fr becauſe w SS in P! oppani ioni L en 
© Abraham paw hen we eve ha = 
Fae Go beemſe be im not j —— + nobis grave 
ref od raſing = an jets domes = 
p im 
are Tea any whom all the promiſed quia D gta huftificarns 
Amen Gods ea at grat 
Lerth prom! ore promi 1am am eſt Aby 
plac c des iſes nes ſun ufo in plexus cft them 
"I" obſ | tEcia quo omn fer « fed 
obje tor _- he may erve but the m & Amen. es Dei — 
Be Trot Coumeforhn prop rags i 
To ofchecommon = meoperting ——— the fa : 
hardly Ro. We. _ rſenſe of faich,an of ” 
chemlelexto pur tO ight'y willeth he and —_ 
/ ave not £n rt ves as na Reader 
wn; 5 interpretati cite ader to ſechow 
7 The inſti al in the FUSS py —— ” ag re words 
[eſw6s Chriſt nent all cax't Xt place be 5 Or Gx ef (for 
f puree > Ge ” jog faith of conhidered after,or 1 
zith in Chriſt God 1s appli —_ RT 
It is called G ed to ws b eſt, juſtici canſacſ} 
fication the jmſtroement Yy nob1s —_ ia Dei fides Jeſu Ch 
Gad is a becaw/e tbe Y of 7 X hdem —_—_— riſti, hxc 
applicd raphie mſti> wiſtum, [n apflicaru 
ning iy x Sethe © Aria Dcinobia Romgz.2s 
ng inobis arora dicitor / 
T 2 A ju* 
Becauſe 
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Quia cum Dei Gr, & in Deo proprie, no- Becanſe ſeeing it # of God, and mn 
bis ramen impurarur & applicatur, adeo ut (5,4 properly , yet #t ' 3s imputed and 


cam rei mortis fimus, Deus nos abſolvai 2 f ; 
pzna & juilos pronuncier impuiara nObis ſua applied to ſo a when we be guilty 


jaſtiria; ——_— jaſtitia dici poteſt & of death , God abſolvetb pad from fut= 


gratuica, inWmn, 1.17, niſhment, and may pronounce 4 juſt, 
bis right eouſneſſe imputed unto ws, bence may it be called imputed 
and fhee. 


Qua nos juſhps facit hzc imputativa eQ With which be maketh ws juſt this 
nam aliena juſtitia impurarur in juſts per ſe, 35 zmputative, for anotbers righteon { 


de hac Joquirur in przſemiia & £ 1, verl, 17. neſſe " imputed ts men un1 by 
e.cap.3.R9n.v. 2, themſelves, of this be ſpeaketh in the 
preſent place. 


Confidera non impritari peecatum quod Conſider (in juſtification)the ſinne 
incſt homini, fic contra in juſtificatione im= which 35 in @ man not to be imputed, ſo 
purari juſtiriam quz non incit homini. 1n. C coutrary in juſtification, that rightes 
+6. ouſneſſe to be imputed which 3s not in 

man. 

Fides igirur ram pia & rang firma pro ju- Faith therefore ſo ho.y and ſo firme 
Qiria ei imputara eſt, quia hzc apprechendit ;; imputed to bim foy rigbteouſneſſe,be- 
miſcricordiam 8 propoftam promiſfionem, |, 6 1p..." oprebendeth- the mercy and 
hinc juſtiria ci eriam impuratur. Ad v.23, propoſed promiſe, bence righteouſneſſe 

1 imputed to him, 

Juſhria a Deo nohis faftus eſt, quiain co Chriſt is made to: ws of God righte= 

We habemur, reputamur ilſus mcrito ouſneſſe, becauſe in him alone we are 

i. Ad1Cor.1.30, accounted Juſt, we are reputed juſt 
with hus merit. 

Ur nos efficeremur juſtitia Dei, hoc eſt, That we might be made the righte= 


juſti pronunciaremur , IMpurartys juſtitia G wEF 
ranquam. veſte ornaremur: dicienr aurem Ju- ouſmeſſe of od, that us, might be pro- 


Qitia Dci quia noftra nor: ct ſed precario» nounced Juſt, and be adornd with im- 

&c. Ad 2 Cor.g ult. | puted righteouſneſſe 4 with a garment. 

It is called the righteouſu*ſſe of God becauſe it #5 not ours bus 
freely, 

In ipſo Ggnificat extra Chritum nullam Jn bim he ſignifieth that out of 
eſſe jullwiam qua nos pothmus ornare,&.qur Cbriſt there 4s no rigbtcouſh eſſe with 
"car inconfyeftum Dri.lb. which we can array our ſelves, and 

which availeth in the ſight of God. 
Ut perfeftc Legem impleret quod nohis T hat he might perfealy fulfill the 
wppoliibile erar,deinde pznas,Sc,tn Gal.4-4 [, zyp which was impoſſible to us,Oc. 


Thus 


dn. A > AE 


Pare r, The Dottrine of Fuſbicaticnchared, 
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” Thus for Aretive, whono whitdigrelſeth from the for- 
mer. | 
Beza. And not rather an infiru= Aut quaſi fides firillud quod nos juſtifi- 
ment onely and freely groen *, with cat, ac non. potius inſt umentom dunrax at & 


/ | quidem gratis nohis datum, quo tanquam- 
which ,, 4 an hand\, we apprebend ry quapiam Chriſam mſtitiam — 


a onr righteouſneſſe. .  apptichendimas, In c. 444 Rom.2., 
0 righteouſneſſe, 3 thoſe words there is a figure called Hypa!» 


e. 

For properly God is ſaid to impute Nam proprie dicitur Deus impurare juſti= 
rigbreonfuſ by ſaith, as by A — 4 Ro z ve} 6. 05 11. quid: 
theb. & 11, %, what that rightgouſ- autem fir, fupraad 1. verſe 17. (F 3+ 29, 
weſſe 1s, 15 opened before on c.1,very.17+and c. 3. verſ,20, 

For Juniw, the man might be thought either blind, 
or un ſoundin his principles thac will but mention him. 

By the promiſes which Abrahamby faith imbraced, in- 
clude that of Chrilt ous ſeed. 

F aitb in the predicament of relation Fides ingenere -9y aess 73, non juſtifi 
Juſti fieth not a an habit— but þy <3 in quantum habirus. (cd ratione diffe- 


. "ag 7 tentix reſativz quz gratuitam jufticiz & vie- 
reaſon of its relative difference, which ,, ,.c... promifſioncm hducialiter ample=- 


. confidently imbraceth the gratiows pro= Qirur, Jun, Thef. de juft if. SeF. 1 1. 


miſe of righteoufneſſe and eternal life. 

But relatively onely 4s it apprehen- Sed relative rannum quatenus mericum: 
deth the merit of Chriſt, as the hand of orgs nk was nd gong manus mcnr 
the begger doth the almer. JE SEEEO. 

T he occaſion therefore was thu, that P Onan igitur hgc fui.,quod Abraham fide 

: -.;, \Mphcalhma. acquieveric fimplicibus illis 

ITT with " mo f | re ub Dei promiiſionibus, jefigicnmc Dei eader 
dic ft owne 11 thoje moſt ſimp e Pro- prehenderet prout a Deo non operantibus. 
miſes of God, and laid hold of the ad mcrcedem,fed credentibus ad juſtician & 
ſame righteouſneſſe of God by the (ame Viram impara'u”,quemadmodum Apoſtolus 
faith, as it 1s imputed not to workers-20 ®P4me ncerpretacur, 1nGen. 15. 
a reward, but beleevers torighteonſneſſe and life,as the Apoſtle doth 
beſt of all interpret. 

To conclude, that we may expownnd Prnique ut Meronywiam hanc quam evi- 


this Metonymy by as evident a fimily as denriſlimo poſſumus fimili exponamns, fi+ 
EEE a be ae des eſt ranquam manus aut ranquam locu- 
we c.iN. £10 4 an Dallds * hs apprehendens theſaurum gratiz quem 


parſe apprevending the treaſure of prace nobis Deus exhiber in Chriſto cſu. In Heb, 
which God in Feſas. Chrift exbibueth» £11 4, 
£0 24. 


L 3 Door 
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The Dolfrincof Foſtification cleared. Part 1: 


P.z5r. 
P. 383. 


P. 384, 


- Doftor Abbot is added in his defence of Mr. Perkins. The- 
leeve the wordsare there, though I cannot findethem, and 
have fore times inquired, and ſpent more rime then will 
make an atifwer. Where we have firſt, righteouſneſſe imputed 
without workes ; ſecondly, what that is by your relation, the 

reputing, of faith for righteonſneſſe, for that thereby we obtaine 
remiſſion and forgivenefſe of ſirnex. 

And you conclude, be that will undertake to divide this 
Amthor and the opinion we contend for, muſt | e more ſevere then 
to give a man leave to be of bis owne minae. 

Lfinde the words otherwiſe cited in your Maſter Nr. 
Woatton, and will ay nothing to-them, untill I finde them, 
but ſuſpend. ; 

But this I am confident of, that the Author no more 
favoureth your opinion, then any of thoſe that are called 
your adverſaries in this queſtion; and who everſhall read 
his whole chapter, and confider whom he defendeth, and 
what againlt B:ſbop,ſhall ſee our arguments for the imputa- 


-tion of Chriſts righteouſneſſe which you oppoſe propoſed 


by Mr. Perkins, oppoied in many things by DoCtor Bifbop 
the Papiſt, and made p=_ againſt him by Dr. Abbot, who 
doth it as aſonne of the Church of England indeed. What 
he undertakes yuu may (ee, p.zS1. 

T hat our _ and righteouſneſſe before God ſtandeth 
not in any inward vertues, Oc. but in the imputation of Chriſts 
obedience and rightemſneſſe made ory by faith, ſhall be proved 
to bim, God will ing, by better arguements then be fball be able to 
diſprove. 

In that place,for this by the way he nameth, 1 Cox. 1, 
30. But the Goſpel teacheth us to acknowledge Chriſt immediat- 
ly and wholly onr righteouſneſſe and ſalvation, in whom, and 
not in our ſe 'ves, we are made the righteouſneſſe of God, that ws, 
Jnſt in the ſight of God, inthat bus obedience and righteouſheſſe 

ormed and rerought in onr name, and for onr behaofe, is im- 
puted unto #5 by faith in his bloud. ; 

1, Mr. Perkins argument is, T bat which muſt be our righ- 
teonſneſſe before Godl, muſt ſarisfie the juſtice of the Law, which 
ſaith, Doe the/e things and thaw ſbalt live. 

But 


—_— 


Partt. The Daotdrine of Fuſt ificarion cleared, 
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But there is nothing that can ſatisfie that jaſtice of the Law 
but the rigbteaw/neſſe and obedience of Chriſt, Ergo. 

This the Doordefenderh. 

He ſheweth this Scripture meant of the Moral-Law, 

Now Mr. Perkins to take away be _— of « ur owone righ- 
teouſnefſe, and to ſbew that we bave no but the righteouſneſſe 


of Chriſt t2 reſt ſafely upon, aleadgeth as Gregory doth, the 


P. 389. 


rigaer and ſeverity of Gods judgement which admitteth of no- 


thing but what is exatt and perfett, according to the rule of ju- 
ſtice preſcribed to ws. 

2. His ſecond argument is taken out of 2 Cor. 5. wit, Ar 
Chriſt was made finne for us, ſo we are made the rightemſneſſe 


of Gad in him. But Chriſt was made | ſinne by the imputation of 


our ſinnes being maſt boly. T berefore a ſinner is made righteous, 
in that Chriſti rigbteouſneſſe #5 imputed nato him. 
Which are made good out of Anfdlme, Anguſtine , and 
Hierome. 
Where youſhall finde a compariſon-made good againft 
on, | 
, And, that anſwered that be was made finne not by imputation, 
but 4. Sacrifice. Where be demandeth wy the Sacrifice of” ſinne 
ſbould be called by the name of ſinne. See him who us large in (pea+ 
king thereunto,out of the T rope and Fathers. There I finde 
Chriſt needed not for him{elfe tobe made under the Law, for to 
performe the righteonſneſſethereof for bis oxpne ' Tuſtification before 
God, being otherwiſe fumply and abſolmely juſt.” Bret what be 
did be did ut for oxer ſaker, that we thereby throngh faith "iu 
him ſbou!d be juſtified in Gods fght. 
It followetb that the righteonfneſſe of God muſt be ood 
of auother righteauſneſſe, which 5 that whereof the Apoſtle in- 
ſtruTeth ws, whereby the Lord wmputeth vighteoeſneſſe without 
workes, according to the words of Dayid,ec, | ' 
| Hitherio the Argument ſtandeth good, At Chriſt was made 
ſinne, ſo we are_made righteauſneſſe ; Chriſt was made ſinne 
by the imputation of our ſunne, we ave therefore made. righteous 
by the impatation of bis righteoſneſſe. 4 20h 120% 
Mr. Perkzus his third Argament., is from Rom. 5. 19, 


Az by the diſobedience of Adam, men were made firmers, ſo. 
by 


P. 399, 


P. 401 .07c. 


P, 402:1403;, 


Rom. 4.6, 
Ib, 


P, 404+. 
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The Dottrine of Fuſtification cleared, Part I, 


by the obedience of Chriſt are they made righteous, But men are 
made ſinner1 by the impatation of Adams ſinne unto them; and 
not onely by propagation of natural! corruption: T herefore by im= 
j*:ation of Chriſts Juſtice we are made righteous, 

T he caſe is very cleare, that if we be ſinners by the imputa- 
tionof Adams ſrnne, then are we alſo righteous by. the imput 8- 
tion of the rightee/neſſe of Ebriſt. 

Where he defendeth the imputation af Adams (inne, 
which he proveth againſt Biſhop, (and Bellarmine himſelfe 
ſomewhere,and you Jext of Bellarmine citing Bernard for 
it, &c. and Arguſiine, p. 406. and Bernard,p.407.and Chry- 

oſtome. 
Pow I pray thee Reader doe but judge whether this 
Door be of Mr. Jobn Goodwinez (ide, the opinion he con- 
tendeth for or againit him, and never credit his teftimony 
burton examination, 
Dotor Preſton maketh himfelfe a ſtranger to the T ropicall 

etation of this Scriptare, and improveth that which 1s li- 
terall and proper, T reat. Allſuff. p.12. & 13. In this ſenſe faith 
7 ſaid to be impnted for righteonneſſe. Abra;beleeved God Gen, 
15. God indeed made the ſame propoſition that be doth” bere 
for ſubſtancegbe tel; bim what he doe for him, And( ſaith 
the text) Abraham beleeved God, &c. Now it was accounted to 
him for righteauſaeſe chiefely in this ſenſe, as it is interpreted, 
Rom 4. that this very taken of the promiſe, and bis accepting 
of the Covenant, in that be did receive that wbich God gave,that 
put bim within the Covenant, and therefore the Lord reckoned him 
a righteous man, even for that very acceptation and beleeving. 

But that 14 not all, but likewiſe he accounteth faith to bim: for 
righteox ſſe, becauſe faith doth ſantiifie and make a man righ- 
teows, fc, Andthen cry out evidence. 

1, Doth the DoRor in all this diſcourſe mention your 

roper ſenſe ? 


2. Doth he eſtabliſh itwith an, and not the righteouſ- 
neſſe of Chriſtimputed ? 

3- Doth he not infald the objet ? He telr him whet he 
would doe for bim. So that all that he would doe for him 
was what be belecyed, on which imputation, 


Your 


Part 1. The Dodtrine of Fuſtification cleared, 


» Yourſelfeadde. This very taking of the promiſe, and his 
—_— of the Covenant , and that be did receive that which 
God gawe, was that wherefore the Lord reckoned him a righteous 
man. | 
Is not hererecezving the objeCt, the promiſe , the covenant, 
and what God gave, 
| IsnotChriſt and his righteouſnefſe in all-theſe, the 
ſeede, and the righteonſ/neſſe of God 7 It itbeby receivin 
theſe, he was accounted jult, theſe mult not be EET 
this teſtimony is not againſt us, but for, and againit you, 
who exclude theſe, 
I will intreat the Reader toconfider ſome of his parti- 
culars in the ſame worke. 
The Covenant is the miniſtration of life and juſtification== 
the Covenant of grace ſhewes him a righteouſneſſe to ſatisfie this New con, 
L aw, that himſelfe never wrought ; es bim a way of obtai= ©73+ 
ning pardon by the ſatisfaion of another. 
Abraham ſaith the Lord, I will give thee a ſeed, and in p 0g. 
that ſeed both thou thy ſelfe, and all the Nations of the earth ſhall 
he bleſſed. 
a was no other way to make mankind partaker of the 
Covenant of grace but onely by faitb, by beleeving God, and ta- ps 0 1; 9. 
king the promiſe and the gift of righteonſneſſe by Jeſus Chriſt, 
Becauſe we beleeve the promiſes and the ovenant of grace, ®: 129. 
therefore the Lord accepts us and covnts us righteous. | 
I would die that I might have Chriſt and bis righteouſneſſe, ®+ "70. 
What difference is there now betweene him and the reft 
of ours, who make the ſame things obje&s, and taken in 
to make usult ? | 
As that of Chriſt the ſeed, &c. 
And though righteouſneſſe be not named there,it is in- 
folded, and explained by the Prophets who reveale Chriſt 
in theCovenant, the Lord our righteouſneſſe , and that 
with him was to be brought in everlaſting righteouſnes. 
And it was granted when the Apoſtle laieth downe cir- 
cumcilion the ſigne and ſeale of the righteouſneſſe of faith : 
faith receiveth righteouſneſſe which God promiſed, being 
the Seale of the whole Conant there 1s infolded hs 
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C.31.p.6r, 


P, 163. 


P.4, trea.. 


Chats ,\and Chriſts righreouſneſle. 


Mr. Forbs is thelaft, to which teſtimony I anſwer. 

1, In the ſame place he faith, That opmion of the Me 
tonymicke ſenſe of faith, agreeth with the truth of the matter in 
#t ſelfe, 

| 2, When he ſaith that ir is. taken properly , yet it is 
with cations. If abey that take it ſo,erre not in the ſignifica« 
tion of it, or the true ſenſe of the imputation of it, 

3. And now let us conſider what he doth farther. 

He teacheth Chriſts righteovſneſſe the onely matter of juſti- 

cation. 
# Ald the Lords imputing thereof the forme. T hat opinion (of 
Gods accepting our imperfett righteonſneſſe) can never be main- 


14ined with Gods honour, 


That God juſtifieth us by accounting wnto uw Chriſts obedj- 
ence, which is in it ſelfe perfelt righteonſneſſe, im ſuch a ſort as 
by this bus imputation, it 1s onr as truly, and doth as truly cleare 
#5 before God as if it were our owne indeed, and we our ſelves 
had indeed performed it. 

We muſt fir ft have righteonſneſſe, for God juſtifieth no man 
that bath nyt rightewſneſſe, It is abomination, Proy.17.15, 

That opinion of thoſe who place our righteoufaeſſe in faith, 
properly hes a it us the aft of the heart without relation of it 
a an apprebending inſtrument unto Chriſt, is nuch more perni- 
tiows then the opinion. of the P apiſts, 

' Nothing in Heaven or Earth in man or without, man, i« the 
matter of mans righteouſneſſe before God, except onely Chriſt and 
bu obedience. T berefore it s ſaid by the Apoſtle that he is made 
to 4 of God,Ec. 1 Cor, 1, 30. and inthe Prophet, Jer. 23.6, 
and 3 3-16, where alſobe urgeth that text, 2 Cor, 5.ult, and 
clearetb it, and Dan, 9.24. 

He urgeth Gods juſtice in juſtifying, and that if God ſbould 
Juſtifie = by faith, as it is a worke or habit in us, God ſhould 

never be ſeene to be juſt, &c, the Saints in Scripture have ac= 
' knowledged their faith imperfeft, whence he concludeth nothing 
catt be our righteouſneſſe except Chrift alone. 
And now let the learned judge of -thoſe paſſages : The 
cleare approbation of many Anthors, T he judgement of able, lear- 


ned, 
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Part i. The Dottrine of Fuſtification cleared. 


ed, and unpartiall men is fotnd in perfelt concurrence with z : 
And that 


From about Luthers and Calvines timethe faireſt ſireame of ?. 44 


Interpreters rwnnes to water and refreſh this interpretation, 

And fo whether you have caule of ſhame and blaſhing 
for the ſame, and whether Mr. W2lker had not cauſe of 
blaming you for not being aſbamed and bluſhing : TIfy 
let the Reader jndge. 

Muſculus is cleare torus, as by theſe teſtimonies tran- 
ſcribed. 

Eſt quidem fides vera quzdam qualitas in peftoribus 
noſtris, ſed non jultificat nos quatenus eſt nova qualitas,ſed 
quatenus gratiam Dei in Chritto oblatam apprehendit, 7: 
Rom, 3.24. Oc. 

Quomodoilla in nobis- impleta eſt per Chriſtum,pri- 
mum imputative, aliena juſtitia, quiz Chrilti eſt, adeoque 
& no(tra,quia caro ſumus decarne <jus & os de offibus illi- 
us : hac rationevere juſtiſumus, quia ſcilicet Chriſtus no- 
ſtra eſtjuſticia,ſanRtificatio,redemptie,1 Cur, 1. ad Rom. c. 8. 
ver(.3. Oc, 

Huc etiam facit quod juſtitiam fidei vocat juſtitiam Det, 
non ob hoc tantum, quod illa Deo tribuit juſtitiam , ſed 
& ob id quod nos per illius juſtitiam gratis in Chriſto fi- 
lio ipſws juitificamur per fidem, ita ut aliena jultitia juſti 
fimus, non propria. Maxima peltis elt totius mundi, quod 
hanc Dei juſtitiam|talem eſſe non agnoſcit, per quam nos 
jauſtificemur, ſed putat noſtra ipſorum nos effejuttitia fal- 
yandos;ele&i vero non ita,unde quidApoſtolus ſcribat, Ar- 
bitror,inquit,omnia &c.— Ex co vero non aſcribemus no- 
bis aliam juſtitiam quam cam quz elt Dei per fidem Chri- 
ſti.In Rom. 10.3. 

Vercum placuit antithe(i- ati peccatoram noſtrorumn & 
jaſtitiz Chriſti. Nos peccatores eramus,illejuitus. Ut com- 
mutatio heret, noltra peccata impoſuit filio juſto,ac vicil- 
ſim juſtitiam illins communicavit nobis peccatoribus: 
Propter aliena igitur peccata faCtus ille peccatum' eſt, 8 
nos propter alienam juſtitiamultitia Dei ta&i ſumns:licrt 
enim ille non ſuis, fed noſtris peccatis peccatum a.Deo, ita-.: 

L'2 nos. - 


ot 


o 
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nos non noſtra ipſorum , ſed iphus juſtitia juſtitia Dei ta? 
&i ſumus a Deo.— 

FaCta namque mutatione peccata noſtra ſua,8 juſtitiam! 
ſuam noſtram fecit, &c. 

Sed fecit nos juſtitiam,id —_—_—_— nobis juſtitiar 

.idque non noſtram,quz nulla eſt,ſed ſnam,gratuitam vides 
licet & clementer a ſe imputatam, quam habeamus non in 
nobis,ſcd in = hlio.— 

Loquitur de juſticia quam nobis in Chriſto imputat ſi- 
cuti peccata noftra illi imputavit— In hac commuratione 
omnis noſtra ſalus elt fita, ubi & Auguſtini illud; Ipſier- 
go peccatum, &c. in 2 Cor.5. uſt. 

Deinde ſub Lege eſſe debitorem eſt eſſe faciendz Legi, ad 
obediendum illius przceptis,ac ſubeundum tranſgreſlionis 
pznashic quzrituran iſto quoq;ſenſu faCtus fuerit ſub Lege 
Chriſtus Dei Filius? Etenim {1 juſto non eſt Lex poſita fed 
injuſtis, quiſni reperietur ex omnibus hominibas, ad quem 
minus pertineat ſubjeio ilta qua Legi fit ſubditus, quam 
Chriſtus Filius, Dei omnium innocentiflimus ac juttiſſi- 
mus? Accedit & hoc,quod qui Dominus eſt Legis liber elt 
ab jus obſervancia: talis autem eſt Chriſtus,&c, 

Verum ut paucis ſentenciam meam expedijam, non im- 
pediunt h:e duz rationes, quo minus etiam hoc poſteriori 
ſenſu, Chriſtum ſub Lege taCtum eſſe intelligamus, Licet 
enim haud quaquam propter ſe ſubjici debuerit Legi ; ſub- 
jecus tamen fuit proptcr alios quos redimere debebat. Qui 
aliorum in ſe debica recipit,non minus debitor eſt quam fi 
propter ſua ipſmus eſſet debita creditori obſtriftus, 

Chriſtus autem propterea miſſus fuit in hunc mundum 
utdebita noſtra in ſe onto, proque illis ſatisfaceret, ſic 
venit in ſua fa&tuſque eſt ſub Lege,haud proper ſe, ſed proſ* 
ter eos qui ſub Lege ſervient es condemnationi erant prop» 


ter i{lius tranſgreſſiones obnoxii ſic ſubjicit, ut eos qui &c. 
Maſe. in Gal. 4. 


} 


And now for your other two Treatiſes ofthe ſame mat- 
ter, God willing I ſhall examine all in your owne order, 
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nos non noſtra ipſorum , (ed iphus juſtiria juſtitia Dei ta- 
&i ſumus a Deo.— 

Fafta namque mutatione peccata noſtra ſua,8 juſtitiam 
ſuam noſtram fecit, &c. 

Sed fecit nos juſtitiam,id —_— nobis juſtitiam, 


.idque non noſtram,quz nulla eſt,ſed ſnam,gratuitam vide- 


licet & clementer a ſe imputatam, quam habeamus non in 
nobis,ſcd in = hlio.— 

Loquitur de juſticia quam nobis in Chriſto imputat ſi- 
cuti peccata noltra illi imputavit— In hac commutatione 
omnis noſtra ſalus eſt fita, ubi & Auguſtini illud; Ipſier- 
go peccatum, &c. in 2 Cor.5. ult. 

Deinde ſub Lege eſſe debitorem eſt eſſe faciendz Leg, ad 
obediendum illius przceptis,ac ſubeundum tranſgreſſionis 
pznashic quzrituran iſto quoq;ſenſu fatus fuerit ſub Lege 
Chriſtus Dei Filius? Etenim #1 juſto non eſt Lex poſita {ed 
injuſtis, quiſni _—_— ex omnibus hominibas, ad quem 
minus pertineat ſubje&io ilta qua Legi fit ſubditus, quam 
Chriſtus Filius, Dei omnium innocentiflimus ac juttifſi- 
mus? Accedit & hoc,quod qui Dominus eſt Legis liber eſt 
ab ejus obſervancia: talis autem eſt Chriſtus,&c, 

Verum ut paucis ſentenciam meam expedjam, non in- 
pediunt hz duz rationes, quo minus etiam hoc poſteriori 
ſenſu, Chriſtum ſub Lege taftum eſſe intelligamus, Licet 
enim haud quaquam propter ſe ſubjici debuerit Legi ; ſub- 
jectus tamen fuit propter alios quos redimere debebat. Qui 
aliorum in ſe debica recipit,non minus debitor eſt quam fi 
propter ſua-ipſms eſſer debita creditori obſtrifus. 

Chriſtus autem propterea miſſus fait in hunc mundum 
utdebita noſtra in ſe reciperet, proque illis ſatisfaceret, ſic 
venit in ſua fatuſque eſt lub Lege,haud proper ſe, ſed prof - 

ter eos qui ſub Lege ſervient es condemnation erant prop- 
ter illius tranſgrefſiones obnoxii ſic ſubjicit, ut eos qui &c. 
Maſe. in Gal. 4. 


And now for your other two Treatiſes ofthe ſame mat- 
ter, God willing I ſhall examine all in your owne order. 
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juſtified by the Tighteonſneſſe of 


Chri Colin, Be ſhall be juſt i- 
wt workes of the Ps 


WIR 
Anſw.. 1.” When as we art Chriſt Righteouſneſs 
imputed,: its notiof the'aRjve obedience alone { which 
is ed) bur paſſive alfo , both; by both theſe impu- 
ted, weare made juft before God, or juſtified, Let notice 
be raken of this once for all. 
2, \ Workesof the Law cannot bed olutely excluded. 
When as.chercis an abſolute neceſſity o concurrence and 
infincence cantribatting to the ſi of Chriſt and by Prieſt 


koad,raifong ther both to1bat beighth of acceptation for otbers:ex- 
Aa cludig 


The Dottrine of Fuſtificatin cleared. Parc 2, 


Obedientiz 
merirum hoc 
xeſpeftu conh - 
deratz nobis 
impurarilibens 
concefſerim, ut 
quz Juſtifica- 
tions ratzo- 
nem ex parte 
conſtiruit. Hzc 
autem emnia 
quarenus hu- 
miliationis ra* 
tionem obti- 
nent, catenus * 
er ſatisfaftio- 
nis naruram 
mduunr, 
atque ca ratio. 
ne nobis ad 
juſtihcarionem 
ampurancur, M. 
Gar.adver, par, 
I.p.1 oft. 1,2- 
Satisfaftio 
autem Chriſti 
aftibus per- 
peſſionibuſq; 
allis compre- 
henſa, cf ju- 


nam nos Jju- 


#n, p. 62. And opus bt os of his mediation, ibid. 
: 3 ; 


cluding thoſe workes. You exclade the ſafe obedience 
alſo, Skich is not (without the other ) ufficient, ex Cone 
ceſſis, which it ſcemerh you intend not in obxQing 
againſt that which is a&ve, SENS 6 
+ If workes of the Law be ab/abvrely necef (a3is gran- 
) 10 the ſacrifict and Prieſthood, whither namel 
the perfef integrity and cy = hr and obede 
ence, confeſſedly concurring 'and inflowi ultifica 
riqn, promo W Je 45 Medi iator? Ws "2 J 4 
4. TheaRts of $ humiliation, all of thoſe fervi 
ats performed by him fare confelſedly. eborh le 
ſtificationz mediatory. I ſbal willingly grant the merit of 
obedience in this eſpe confidered, tobe imputed to us us that 
which in part doth conſtitute the natzre of Twſtification ; at 
theſe inſomuch as they are bumiliaticn, Jo farre they alſs 
on the nature of ſatisfaGion, andin that conſideration are = 
puted unto 14, . And elſewbere, T he ſarirfaltion of Chriſt com= 
prebended in thoſe as and ſa ering us the matter of the righte- 
EIIEEnL are ele IS Wo 
Theſeſitis truc)are dif inguiſhed from thoſe as con- 
formed to the Law, flowing from internalf holinefle: b 
that reverend Authour.If cruly,then thoſe ats of {we 
liation did not flow from internall holines,%e. they did 
not. proceed from Chriſts loveto God: and man, from 
humilicy,from mouſhotan piety in bis ſoule. And if 
they did,the whole was performed to the mediatoryLaw 
and for us, not himſelfe, that he ſhould live who way 
comprehenſor from the firſt moment, lived certaine! 
Maſter Bradſbaw, though hee acknowkdge Earin 
bound as man to the Law ( notwithſtanding -perſon- 
all union) yet hee maketh it a part of Chrifts bumiliati- 
( truely what was a part © 
of his Mediation ) , part thereof being aber wa. 


fticix, proprer tare that withoxt the ſame no other ſatis ation conld have beene 


iticamar, ma- #24Heable or effeFinal, and all proceeding from fuch an e 
teria, ad Gom, 4 condition, # be neetled not to h yy 
"TA 0 have nndergone,nor bad nes 
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be bad not takes upon bimto ſatizfy for ſinners. Sone part of 
the ſatiofation which he made, muſt needes conſiſt the rein and 
tberefore it mieit in ſome degree or other be _— unto them, 
to their juſtification, id. p. 63. 1t nuſt needes be alſo in ſome 
meaſiere or other a part ofthe righteouſneſſe in and by the imputa- 
tion whereof a ſinner #s juſtified, p. * T berefore the very 
#ſſuming of our nathtre, and all the obedience he yeelded m——_ 
on, po. by reaſon thereof, &c. ſeeme to be ſame part of the atlu- 
all execution of his Prieſtly Office, by meanes whereof, in part he 
pacified God, and conſequently in part ſatisfied for ſin, p.65. 
was berne of a woman,not for bis owne ſake but for others, 
_ Saviour and Redeemer be is, ſo being borne be was made 
er the Law alſo, not for his owne cauſe, but for ours. Tea 
therefore he was borne of a woman, that for our ſakes he might 
be wnder the Law, Alſo as be became a ſervant for aur ſake, ſo in 
_ very- regard he became under the Law of a ſervant, p, 
$o much of bis conſermity to the Law, as concerneth bis bu- 
miliation , mueit either be unneceſſary, or part of bis Satisfati- 
on, ib. p. 66. &c. 
By al which it is apparent that workes of the Law are 
not abſolutely excluded from Jaſtification. : 
5. The very paſſive obedience of Chriſt, will notabſolute- 
ly exclude the Law from Juſtification.£ Chriſt in his life had 
a paſſive ation,in his death an ative paſſion,wbileſt be wrought 
ſalvation in the middeſt of the earth. In his paſſion there was 
the higheſt love of God, and moſt ardent to mankind, patience, 
obedience, bumility, truſt, invocation,hope. And the damned by 
ſuffering ſatisfie the Law, if Chriſt did ſo by ſuffering. 
(4)The Law was fatisfyed by the ſufferings of Chriſt, 
Chriſt performed thoſe things for 9, by which ſatisfation is 
e to the Law for or finues. And tis moſt certaine that the 
Law of workes us eſtabliſhed in Juſtification by ſatysfaltion inter= 
vening. 


(c) Chriſtus in 
vira paſſivam 
habuir aftio- 
nem, in morte 
paſſions atti=, 
vam,dum fſalu- 
rem operaretur 
in medio terre 
B-rn.Serm. 4+ 
hebd. paniſe, 
Cel 124. 

In paſſione 
ſumnus amor 
Dei & arden- 
riffuma erga 


genus humanum dileQtio, paticntia» obedientia, humilitas, fiducia, invocatio, ſpes, Er 
amnatj patiendo ſatisfaciunt legi,h Chriſtus patiendo,Gerrard de Inftif. eft.5.(d)Chri- 


ſtus ca pro nobis przflicic 


thas legj ili pro culpis a nobis admiſſis ſarisfaftum eſt Imo 


operum ctiam legem in Juttificatione peccaroris inter veniente ſatisfaftione, Rabiliri , cer= 
{imum eft. 
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$i obedicniz 
ave juſticiz illi 
quam nos leg!, 
vel Deo port- 
us vilegis de- 
bebamus,quod 
xquipollcar, 
prerium ali- 
gnod fr a 
Chriſto pro 
nobis dep-in+ 
ſum, & a Deo 
ip co nomt- 
ne acceprum, 
legi cerre divi- 
nz nihil quic- 
quam dcroga- 
rur--S abilitur 
dum mmplefur 
in Gat adverſ, 
par.r.Set.10, 
n. 8,9. p.42. 
Eriam pzna 
eſt implerio 
legis, Pareus de 
a. & paſ Pp 


I. 
Obligamar ad 
pznam vel ad 
obc dientiam, 
* 


If there 'be an equivalent prict of obedient anit righte- 
ouſneſſe paid by Chriſt,and accepted im that name by God, which 
we did owe to that Law,or rather to God by reaſon of that Lax, 
then nothing cert ainely ## derogated from the Divine Law, —— 
It is eftabliſhed whilſt it is fs!filled. 

Fani i the fielfillang of the Law, We are bound either 
to punt or obedience : T here « juſtice and 7 gbteouſoneſſe 
in repairing injuries and wrong*, T bus much will ariſe from 
paſſages in yonr 1 Conl. tr, 2: p. 3. ſo thatthere is notan 
abſqlute excluſion of the Law when as ſufferings are aſ- 
ſerted. 

6. Againe, Tt feemeth much to me that you ſhould 
hold an abſolute excluſion of the works of the Law when 
as yon eſtabliſh Faith in a proper ſenſe, and as a worke 
of obedience,as righteouſneſſe, if it be required in the Law 
(which conſidered againſt your deniall, the learned hold} 
the Law,is not to be abſoJutely excluded. And though 
it be not in the Law originally , yet you know, It may 
be ſuperadded, and in the Law #s now it ftmder with additi- 
ons and improvements: Which is your owne diſtintion, 
le oy 2. P- 47, and #$. T may apply itto my pur- 

ole. 
: 7. Once more, if there be no medizem betrwerne « 
freedome from ſin,and perfeft and compleat ri breonſneſſe. And 
that in freedome from ſin, tht man is ipfo alto made perfettHy 
rightew/, Righteouſtelſe being perfeft conformity to 
Gods Law. Suppoling that ome toappertaine to 
Faltification, to be the forme thereof as you. I wonder 
how this conformity to the Law can be abſohnely ex» 
claded frem Juſtification, If there be a truth inyour 2. 
Conclifion, your abſolme exclaſion will nor fland. 
$. Then if Remiſſion of ſin (the forme of fultifcation 
as you) includes the imputation or ackzowletzement of the ob- 
fervation of the whole Law, a the imputation of the Law foil- 
filled includes not inert ation of ſin, that fuck a1 tne i looked 
pen 4 one that bath fultfilled ibe Law, If m the of of _ 
miſſuen of ſins,, there be included. the imputation- of - « perfeBt 
righteonjrefſc, which iz all one with a perfett fulfibing of #he 
Law. 
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Law, asyou'Concluſ.4p. 5.2 Treat: Wherher this #6: 


' folutrexchifion of the workes of rhe Law from juftifica« 
tion be conliftent with it, both erue? 

9. I will but name it. Others (you know )are againſt 
you and teach a neceſſity of obedietice to the Law to jultis 
—_ as our debt, and that eternall way of Gbd to 

ive, | 

And that theſe places intend not obedience to the law 
ſimply, but performed by our owne perſons;though this 
isnot perſonall performance, and that ſuch obedience is 
im ſible, itfolloweth not of the Law, _ for 

ns by our Mediator, So-onr Church, %c. See before, and 
ſome of the reafons now named are-confeſſedly, inforce; 
as, where the death of Chriſt, is fatisfaftion to the 
Lav. 

But you cannot indure this anſwer; and therefore a- 
gainit it,fay, r. Not to be juſtified by the workes of the Law, is a 
mutch as not to be juſt ified by any workes of the Law whitſoever, 

Lanfiwer, True, performed bya mans ſelfe, not by an- 
ether, and whether what hath beene_premiled , be nor 
ſoffictent againſt ah abſokure exciſion of the Law, which 
is it your argirnient, and that ex conceſſis, Ieave to your 
ſecond thoughts. | 

2. Neither is there b[ame i* the Apofle,or unfaithfulineſſe: 
Secing, where he layeth downe that we aremade tighte- 
ousby rhe obedience of "Chriſt, he layertr downe the 
workes ofobeditnceof Chriſt to the Law: Notto were 
petitions elſe premiſtd, that neceffary influence and con- 
currence of it with the paſlive obedience. 

3. Neichee is itcherefore's ſazre wpir men, ſeeing there 
is intimatton ſufhcient, and mclufion of his obedichce: 
tothe Law,ſo manifeſt as hath beer ſhewed. 

4. Neither had Saint Pau! med reaching bim to 
reach, he Preached Chrift our atour and 4 
ambled £0 death for as, Oberiznt'to Zetth for wr; And 

juſtification by Faith. in hIm.Alt whith notwirkbftdnding; 
they were Igitora2t of that whitch is ealfed Gods righteon(- 
a 3 
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Anſwer. 


and ſubmitted not themſelves to the righteouſneſſe of God, which 
i Chriſt tbe end of the Law for righteouſneſſe to beleevers. When 
as there is ſuch an evident, ab(olute,neceſſary concurrence 
and incluſions and interpretations as have 4 ſpoken 
of, you may ſee the vanity of chis illuſion. 

Here you arge objeRted againit your ſelfe,t hat Paul gave 
ſufficient intimacion of the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, when 
as he firſt excludeth what is done by our ſelves, and men- 
tioneth Chriits doing the workes of the Law. The tirlt 
from T 3. 3.5. and the ſecond from Gal. 4, 4. 

To which you anſwer, and firlt to that of T ;tw. 

' That the alive obedience of Chriſt ſpould be who!ly excluded, 
and be made a ſtand-by, ſo as to have nothing at all to doe in the 
great buſineſſe of Juſtification, this diſcourſe no way af- 
firmeth, It bath beene expreſſely acknewled;ed from 
the beginning to bave @ gractows and beſed influence 
thereinto, a it iſſneth and falleth into bs paſſive obedi- 
ence, Which together may be called « Righteouſneſſe for 
which, but at nohand a Righteonſneſſe with which we are ju- 

ified, te. 

Very well, this is what I obſerve, the deſtruftion of 
your argument from an abſolute excluſion(this to be the 
matter or forme,is not an abſolute excluſion, which yet is 
your concluſion in this argument where you call it an ef- 
ſentiall requilite.)In the meane while, You know there are 
many, all chat I know,but ſome two or three of you,that 
make it the matter of our Juſtification, andforme alſo as 
it's applyed,andeſtabliſh the merit,what ever you ſay,and 
but ſay,to the contrary. 


Therefore ex conceſſis the reje&ion (in thoſe words) ' 


of workes which we bave done ; 
Firit, may ſuppoſe, the workes of righteouſneſſe of 
Chriſt, as part of the ſarisfation neceſſarily inflowing : 
which n um what you w blibed, | 
Secondly, T bis muſt be ſuppoſed and eſtabliſbed, at you, þ. 
16. in this buſineſſe « gg | wavy 
When as it: is {aid not by works of Righteouſnes which 
we have done,it's all-one as to ſay our owne ſelves _=_ 
one 
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done, for we and our. ſelves are all one. 

May ? nay mult, ſeeing they area cauſe and abſolntely ne+ 
efſo7, 4 your ſelfe teach. As Chriits, death is ſuppoſed, ſo 
thi niuning ecehacigbotng an eſſential —_— 

Neither.wHl it be put ont of erefion ecanſe ſtle 12- 
meth Gods mercy. Fox as Gods may and Chriſts death 
ſtand together and have place in Juſtification, ſo Chriſts 
workes concurring with Chrilts death,the mercy of God 
and Chriſts merits agree ſweetly. 


Neither by that that mercy is med in the new birth, 


and waſbing with the Holy Ghoſt. For mercy in the effe& 
regeneration will confilt alſo with Juſtification :- waſhing 


isa generall Juſtification and ſanAification ſpecies or par- 
—_ thereof,atthe ſame rime by the ſame 
yr 1 Cor, C = the bara i _ g | 

Yea favin as me trom guilt and puniſh- 
ment, {0 Me rel by which, though it be nor here 
expreſſed. Finally,paſling that non-ſenſe, given as-a rea» 
ſon, why oo gence is impertinent, in theſe words : Be 
cauſe it is_ evident. that the Apoſtle bere reje&r the workes of 

ighteonſneſſe , which he names from being any cauſes anteced a+ 
n:0uſly moving God to ſave us, and not from being the forme of 
Fuſtification. For it maketh the Apoltle not to exclude 
workes of Righteouſneſſe frem being the forme of Juſtifi» 
cation, and {0 to be a Patron of Popery,whole tenet that 
is. To what followeth. 

That, If it be grentedthat the werkes of Chriſt muſt of ne- 
ceſſuty be bere 3 : All that will follow is, that net our 
ond tor aa s moved God to ſave ws, by the boaſbing of the 
new birth. 

To which I anſwer, not Chrilts workes, but Gods mer- 
ey in Chrilt,and by his ative and paſſive obedience. Mer- 
cy moved God tv chuſe ws ay to appoint 8 to ſalvation 
by the meanes of onr Lord Feſws Chriſt, and accordingly to. 
execute the ſame in whole ſalvation, in Juſtification; 
though it moveth as being the meritorious cauſe, it is al= 
(o the matter, as after, and forme as applyed in waſhing 
us by the Holy Ghoſt, the Spirit applying or ſprinkling 

us 


G. 
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us with the bloow of that holy 'Lanibe, waſteth, ſanftiti- 
erh, andjuſtifiech. 

The ſame blood of that holy Lambe, or ative and paſ- 
ſive obedience of Chrittthatjuſtifieth, is-not onely a me< 
ritotiouscaulc, andfo/fr matter" (which -could: not be, 
ific bad not.worth Y bur'ialfo that which applyed fup- 
plycth the placeof a forme juſtifying, which were it ne- 
ver {o worthy, without application it could never doe. 
When you lay downe Reaſons you ſhall: heare mgre. 

[Fo that place, Gali44: oy ithideit, youſay, 

Firſt, *Chrifts being made 'the Law, doth-not ſignifie 
ue eftion to'ube Mordll (Law, but rather the Cerems- 

all Law , that was it we rwerennder, from that be redeemed 
nr, 471d it 35 not- reaſonable he ſhonld be made under any other 
Law. | " OP 0 

/Lanſwer, Wewere'ender the' Morall 'Law, its cutſe 
and condemnation, under its {trift and perſonal! perfor- 
manee, -as-awill as it, conſidered as a rule of life. 'And 
choughit continueth as arule of life,we are by-Chrilt re- 
deemed from the curſe and condemnation thereof, and 
&rifrperſonall performance of it. ' And thiswygsthe effe&t 
andend of Chrifts making under the Law. And there is 
morereafon-that this ſhonld be infolded, for as much as 
ehisxvas the greateſt boridage of the twaine. 

'Beeondly; Youſey, Taking it for the Murall Law it was 
nat tothe preceptive part, but the curſe. ' Which ſtanding, the caſe 
14 phoine,, berese no place "for the workes of _ No "Au- 
vhour, affirming either the death of Chrift, or the imputation 
of bis death, \ſbonld be the formell or material cauſe of Juſtifs- 
cation. | 

T7. Irwas tothe preceptive part as well as the curſe, 
Both are onrdebr, our $ was aecurſed for ns, and 
_ all 'Righreouſneſſe for us ; paid our whole 

t. 

 2./When' asyotrfay his death was theprice,by which 
he delervedonr Juſtifieation. Yor will have'us, and wee 
you,to remember, It was not ſo without infixence of the 
ili zve obedience. of Chriſt. You wilt not have the dive obe- 


dience 


I 
- 
e 
e 


—_— 


Partz. The Dodtrineof Fuſtification cleared, 


bh 


dience ſeparated from the paſſeue, nor againe the paſſive fromthe 
ative, in reſpelt of this common and joynt effett of f, 4 
ſennes, or juſtification ariſing from a concurrence of ibem y 
.132.&c, | 
- And Sir, it is the common tenetof Proteſtants, that the 
obedience of Chrilt is the matter%of jultification, and im- 
putation, the forme,that is ſuch by analogy, and initead 
thereof, And Saint Pax ſaith, that By the obedience of one, 
mary ſball be made righteous, conftitutcd, Nothing but righ- 
teouſnelſe can make —_— that applyed maketh us 
ſo,orjuſtifech us, and you mult acknowledge that your 
owne phraſe,often uſed, 


| — —— — _  _ 


CHAP. IV. 


A Demonſtration from —_ of the now-1m- 
putation of Chriſts Righteonſneſſe for 


Fuſti fication. 


Pr Rom 3.21. But now the righteouſneſſe of God is 
made manifeſt without the righteouſneſſe of the Law, having 
witneſſe of the Law and the Prophets , even the righteonſneſſe of 
God which is by the faith of Feſus Chriſt, unts all, and npon all 
that doe beleete. 
If the righteonſneſſe of faith conſiſts in the imputation of 
Chriſt righteouſneſſe, then is it not, nor can is be made manife 
without the Law, the workes of the Law , but the righteowſne 
of faith us ſufficiently manifeſted withont the Law, therefore it | 
doth not conſiſt in the imput ation of Chriſts righteonſneſſe, p, 70, (4) X01 in Le- 
The righteouſneſſe of faith is thar which faith receiveth, ©» 000. ©*/ 
which God giveth or imputeth, the righteouſneſſe of (41Lex ex pro 
Chriſt, and ir is revealed without the Law; (faith Parew)- feffo cam non 
(a) Not! in the Law, therefore it 1s not Legall, By that is rradir,ſed urger 
the knowledge of (inne, nat of the righteouſnefſe by 19" ope- 


which weareare juſtified, (b) The Low, proſe deliv —_— 
eb no they ue wh righteous of work The mon tht Pome nc 
doth 
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(e)Dixerar ſu doth them (bull tive in vlhem, (cYHe had ſzid before, c1, I7. it 
pray".1.17" !e- ze revealed by the Goſpel:which #« bere'to be repeated. $9 be int ima- 
regirur pet E- 4h another kind of Dorine beſides that of the Luv , diſtintf 


=. 7 no . fromthe Law, in the Church, both in arguement and uſe: The Lars 


tendum. Sic # in precepts, 5 argueth fine, and bringeth damnation, the Ga- 
innuit. preicr fpel doth eonifiſt in the promiſe of grace, offering to beleevery in 
Legem aliud ' ©þp;ft righteonfneſſe and free ſalvation— he doth intimate al= 


= T_ ſothatthere # a dmble rightemiſneſſe, one of the Law, or legall, 


Lepge diſtin, 07 of workes, ineffeFuall and impoſſible by mans fault : another 
argumento & of the Goſpel, or Evangeheall,or of faith,effeftuall and ſalntary, 
uſu. Lex in What that of Farthiis we know,that which faith m—_— 


—_— = deth,ſo Parews in a Metonymick ſenſe, laying hold of the 
conn. 1 - dhe obje&, (4) T bis faith bringeth righteouſnesnot by working it,as 
rionem adfert : making ws habitually juſi— nor materially as if faith were that 
Evangelium m þy which we are counted juſt : but objeTively, as it 34 direfted 


— Fir to Chriſt who i our righteouſneſſe, and inſirumentally, as it 
*Y 


oftcrens jufti- prebendeth the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt ,}. a. gifs. by Chriſte merits 
tiam & ſalurem freely imputed to beleevers, Where is. added, (e)) Let the e- 
| ry ce- auivalence of the phraſes be at once obſerved, Righteoufneſſe not 


entibus in Wa 
— y - t our crohe. or ounomne.that it 1 riobte 
Chridum—in. 975, anthers, not 0 , - ghteoulneſſe 


nairt ctiam du- by the obedience of Chriſt, and righteouſneſſe imputed by God., _ 

plicem eſſe juſtiriamgutiam Legisfen Legalem, ſen operum,inefficacem & impolTibilomg 

hominum vitio : atteram Evangelii feu Evangelicum, ſcu fidei efficacem & faftrarem. Pa+ 

rew in locum. (4) Adferr hec fides juftitiam , non effeQtive, quah habitualiter jn- 
ttos efficiat— nec materialuer, quah igſafir #lad'quo jafti conſcmur : fed objeftive, qua» 
renus in-Chriitum qui eſt juſtiria.noſtra dirigitnr, & organice, quatenus donum. jaſtuie 
Chriſti merito credencibus gratis impu'atz apprehendit, Par 21 v. 22. * (e) 8&mel ob- 
ſerverur, Phraſhum'aquipoſitentiam (ambreſt orhers) Juſtitia non; _noftra, aliena; or fion. 
propriaz.07 proprig, See-p. 194. 190. (9:t37. Andithatit x juſtiaper obedientiam 
Qhrifti, & juſticia mpuracaaDco, p. 1 99- 


r.: $0that Fanfiver, that righteonſneſſe is not in the- 


txrof my booke, © © © - 

2. Thoſe that are Jultified by Chriſt, &c. are ſo by. a. 
righteouſheſſe not revealed in the Law, But the righteonſ- 
neffe of faith is the righteonſnef% of Chriſt imputed, which 
is expreſſly manifeſted by the Goſpel withont the Law. 

_ © To the Argament Fdeny'the conſequence of the major: 
Qifecerirea, Fhatwhich'the Law revealcth igour owne,He that dorb them 
wyctineis, ſhall live inthem, as before.. | 


Te 


: 
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Itis notanothers, nor Chrilts, not imputed righteoul- 
neſſe, not Golpe] oben alone » the rghtealtelle of 
LO the Apoltle calleth it, or the righteoulnciſe of 
faith, 

When as you ſay the body and ſubſtance of the righteouſnes 
it ſelfe, is nothing elſe but a pure Law or the worky of it. Y our 
adverſaries ay it conliſteth in both aftive aadpaſſive righ- 
teouſneſſe; and being that it. is a righteoulnefſe not per- 
formed by us, but another, our Surety : (that of the Law 
being, 2» fecerit eagvivet) you may perceive that it is not 
legall, and that it is mani without the Law- 

To4his you {ceme to obje&. 1. .Thgs this Sanfuary 
hath beene already polluted, and.the hornes of the Altar 
broken downe. I anſwer,Let the Reader and your ſelfego 
againeand ſee. "I 

2. Therighteouſneſle of faith: cannot be ful] taught 
without any conhderation of the Law, ex —— ſeeing 
Chriſts righteouſnelle aftive hath 2 neceſſary cancurrence and 
influence to make hjs paſſion fit atonement. 

3. Though the works performed by Chrift be the 
workes of the Laws and we juſtified by them (together 
with the paſſe), which alſo is obedience to the Law, yee 
they ae not legall righteoulhefle; ©; feoerit es, 18 the voice 
of the Law , werethey our proper perſopall workes, ic 
were to purpoſe; being the iahonnt afanocher , the 
Law revealetb it not, neither are they properly legal]. 

'4. To this righteouſnefle aftive.and paflive, the Law, 
and Prophets give teſtimany es unto the Surety him(elfe, 
ſo to hisrighteoulſnes;and this is thatwhich weteach to be 
applied by faith, wbich you confeſſe hath teſtimony. The 
Law, &c,. open the ſeed-of the woman, the bleſſed ſeed, 
the.Lord our. righteonſnefſe , making an end of finne, 
bringing in everlaſting rightequſneſſe. And when as that 
is ſo abſolntely neceſſery-# # ſhexwed to conſtitute aur Prieſt and 
bis Sacrifice and the efficiencie of bub 1bes and now: Jt,is a won- 
der to me that the ſame mouth ſhould argue to an utter ex- 
cluſion of it, : 


- Finally; this is toall and upon all by faith,we confeſſe 
TIN +: B 2 oppo- 


® 
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Grion betweene faith and the workes of the Law,per- 
Goat! performances , neither is there perfe&t 


agreement 


berwe:ne the workes of Chrilt and the Law, there is as 
much differencein juſtification as betweene our owne and 
anothers, a ſureties, what is given and imputed by God, 
received by faith,and what a wan doth in his own perſon : 


Hearken to Calvine on the place. 
Paucis ver bis oftendit qualis fir hc ju- 


In a few words he ſbeweth what 


Rikcatio, nempe quod in Chriſto refidear, 19477 of 1 ſtification this is, forſooth 
per hdem vero apprehenditur, that it reſedeth in Chriſt, but is appre- 


bended by faith- 


Primam juſtificar jonis noftrx cauſamnon Afﬀer that he gathereth. Firſt,cbe 
ad hominum judicium referri, ſed ad -p ih- cauſe of, 0Kr juſtification not to be refer- 
bunal. Ubi nulla juſtitia cenſerur ni DJ red to mens judgement » but toGods 


fefta abſoluraque Legis obedientia. Qu 
fk neme hominum reperirur qui ad 


eam ex» trjbunall. Where no righte 


l owſne ſe 4s 
aftam ſanfticarem conſcenderir : ſequitur judged ſuch but the perfed abſo- 
4 


omnes juſtitiam in ſe ipfis deftiruros. Tum Jute obedience of the 


w. If ſo be thav 


occurrat Chriſtus oporter, qui ur ſolus Juſtus 11,1 21: Le fond who hat zine 
eſt,ira ſuam juſtiriam in nos transferendo ju- tn exalt feſe it rlee = 
5 


ſos nos reddit. Nunc vides ut juſtitia dc 


juftiria Chriſti fir, all are without rigbteonſneſſe in them- 
ſelves. Then Chriſt muſt come to he'pe ; who a he alone is juſt, ſo 

" be maketh w juſt, transferring hi righteouſneſſe on us, Now 
you ſte that the ri__ of faith is the righteouſneſſe of 


Chriſt. Where he calleth 
andfaith the inſtrument; and addeth : EAT 
Quare fides juſtificare dicirur quia initru- Wherefore faith 34 


riſt the matter,and the word, 


ſaid to juſtifie, 


mentum eſt recipiendi Chriſti, in quo nobis becanſe it 3s the inſtrument of receiving 
communicatur juſhria. Chrift, in whom righteouſneſſe is com- 


municated unto ws. 


Poſiquam faftifamas Chaifli paricipes, Andthen, After we be made per- 
non iph ſolum juſti ſumus, ſed opera noſtra 2akers of Chriſt, not onely we are juſt, 
juſt te putanrur coram Deo. but alſo our workes are reputed juſt 


fore God. 


Where you have our _— Doftrrine.—- And confi- 


der with what valine co 
part. 


ence you call him to your 


CHAP. V. 


v 
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CHAP. V. 
From Rom. 5. 16, 17. Compared, where 


He off of rightcouſneſſe, as v. 17. which is by Chriſt in 

the Goſpel, is ſaid,v.16. to be a free gift of many offen- 
ces to juſtification. Whence thus, that righteow/neſſe which 1s 
the gift of many offences, that is, the forgiveneſſe of many offen- 
ceror ſinnes to juſtification ; cannot be a perfect legal righte- 
onſneſſe imputed to us, or made ours by imputation. But the righ- 
teonſneſſe which 1s by Chriſt in the Goſpel by which we are juſti- 
fied, u the gift of many offences unto juſtification, therefore it 
cannot be a perfe(} legall righteouſneſſe, made onrs by imputa« 


tion. 
Ideny the gift of righteouſnes,and rhe free gift or forgiv- 
nes of many offences are the ſame,they differ as cauſe & ef- 
fe&,as fin and condemnation are cauſe and effe&,ſo righte- 
ouſneſſe and remiſſion of finnes. Rightcouſnefſe imputed 
hath its immediate effe&; juſtification. It is a righteow ma» 
king, of which remiſſion of finnes,is (to ſpeake properly) 
a concomitantor conſequent effeft. Thoſe that receive a- 
bundance of grace and of the gift of righteouſneſſe, are there- 
by juſtified, and ſo receive forgiveneſſe of ſinner. So verſ. 18. 
By the righteouſheſſe of one, the free gift came upon all 
to juſtification of life. Where there is the effe& or end, 
and the cauſe by which . Sions converts ſhall be redeemed 
with righteouſneſle, 7/2. 1. 25. n | 
Life raigneth out of ym moorck 4 Db... —— 5 51 gens 7 
ace, that us, by grace aboundin undante 'gratia & dono juſtitiz,quod A, 
b the git of righteouſneſs, which is neon ni impeone fem 
dedawh given us of God by impu= 167. : x 
tation, but is received of us by faith. | 
If we deſire to be freed' from Si exillo liberari (Regno) & in hoc 


that Kingdome, and tranſlated' un- "ansferri_defideramus, donum juititia in 
to this, it » neceſſary we receive the Chriſto fide accipiamus neceſle eſt, Par, p, - 


68. 
|; righteouſneſſe in Chri by * 
Sd Geog which remiſſion or free- 
dome followeth, B 3 Liſe . 


16 The Dottrine of Fuſtification cleared, Parts, 
| Vira perperuo comitatur juſtitiam, ut Life ever accompanieth righteouſ- 
mors peccatum ficurnbi peccatum ibi mors neſſe; as death duth ſen:as where ſin w, 
ct rn ubi juſtia. 227 # death ont of God! juſtice , and 
five gratis impurara urin fidelibus eleRitis,ibi the truth of divine threatning: ſo where 
vita Regnar partim ex eodem juſlitiz divi- righteouſneſſe—=s or freely imputed as 
nz ordine,partim & maxime ex promiſſhone ;,, the e'vit beleeving, there life raig* 
gratiz, Qui credir in filium haber vicam zrer- neth partly ont of the ſame order of 
_—_— Divine juſtice , and ſpecially by the 

promiſe of grace; He that be/eeveth in the Sox bath eternall life. 

1. Welay not that the rightcouſneſſe by which we are 
inſtified, is perfe& legall righteouſneſle, that is, righte- 
oufſnelſe performed by our owne perſons. 

2, Yet we athrme that that righteouſnefſe by which im- 
puted we are juſtified , includeth our Sureties tull atisfa- 
&ion to Gods Law, and doth not abſolutely exclude the 
the ſame ag you teach, | 

Take that part, Chriſts death for us ; this the Apottle 

Jure vocat* 15 1hy1y calleth «juſt ſatisfaltion (ſzith Pareus ) becaaſe it was 

> 1" OY the fulfilling of the Law by panes, Here we ſhall bave 

quoniam fuir YOu ound < fo that the fi filling of the Law ſim ly 

Legis implerio cannot be excluded : and then you know the confelſed 

per pznam, P. concurrence andinfluence of Chriſts ative gbedience and 

370.inv. 15. cceſſity thereof is aſſerted by your ſelfe; and that the 
Devil and damncd ſufferingdoe not ſatishie the Law to life, 
as Gerbardus. 

We deny not, but affieme the righteouſveſſe of Chriſt 
in theGoſpel, by which we ace juſtified,extendech unto 
mans juſtification and forgivencſſe of finnes ; but may 
well deny that juſtification ow the forgiveneſle of fipnes, 
It is by righteoulneſſe imputed, on. which remiſſion fol 
loweth,and if ivſhould be by it, and that as the forme (as 

yon) itſhonld bein order of nature before juſtification; *« 

It is by imputation of bath ative and paſlive obedience; 

bath which have aprecedency in order, both to juſtifica- 
tion, as thatby which, and ſo to pardon of finne by the 


ſamereaſon, x 
When you ſay, if a'mans ſinner be once forgiven bin 
be hath 20 meed if impraetion of any farther rightednfneſſe, p. 
q 1.11 2219H, 


—_ 


— — 
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+5. for bis juſtification, T ſubſcribe : yet that they may be 
forgiven there is necd of the imputation of Chrifts perfe& 
obedience,aCtive and paſſve,that which juſtificth,on which 
there is no impuration of tnnes. 

That remitfion of finnes is whole juſtification or juſti- 
fication properly; Tdeny: itis an effeRt of righteouſnefſe 
imputed by your texts, verf. 16. 18. following jultmaking 
or juſtification, which we aſſert againſt you, maſt be by 
righteouſnelfe ; and that applied to them, for they are 
ſaid to be holy, and unreprovable, and nnblamable, wholly faire, 
white as Snow, whiter then the Snow, perfefFed for ever; for 
which there muſt be ſomewhar applied effefting the ſame. 
We profeſſe no ſuch righteouſneſle elſewhere-, bur onely 
the ative and paſſive righteouſneſſe of our Surety giver: 
us by God, and applied by faith. ' * 

hen as you tell us that the righteouſneſſe we have by Chrift, 
wherewith we are ſaid to be juſtified before God by —_ 
onely a negative righteouſneſſe, not a poſitive, it # nothing but 
not-imputation of ſinze, which you calf 4 righteoaſneſſe by in» 
terpretation, 4 having the priviledges, but not the nature of a 
perfelt leyall righteenſneſſe, 

1. Weſay not that the poſitive righteouſneſſe by which, 
is legall, that is,of our owne performance, but anothers;. 
and ſo muſtbe called Evangelicall. 

2, We put a righteouſheſſe, Chrilts intire obedience 
from conception even todedth,as Rows. 5, 19; 

3. We deny i to conſiſt innothing but a non-i 
tionof fmne;that is no righteouſneffe, it is righteoufneffe 
in your inte —__ not fecally jo Fs | 

The privi s of one le jalt your ſelfe give to 
faich x) mnny here to forginenle, ar faith in that: 
_— may be our whole juſtification, if that be enongh: 
to have the priviledges, fo | may ſay of repentance, 

Let us ſee how you make this good, . 

1. Youſhew ic ont of Rem. 4. 6. compared with the 7. and 
8, where it « called 2 righteonſneſſe without works which muſt 
needs be negative ; the imputation of righteonſneſſe us interpreted 
nothing elſe bz a not-imputing of ſinne, and ſo it conſiſts in pare 
don of ſinne, xz. It 


T , EY 


- 
Corner RS ON IIIEGes NOONE 


ee OY IM 7,0. - CT" S89, One -  WRagny rm 


HRS > ES Roe Ai -” 


The Dottrineof Fuſtification cleared. Part 2 


x. Tanſwer, theſe places your ſelfeurge for imputation 
of faith in a proper {enſe,and fo confound faith and juſti- 
kcation or imputation of righteouſneſk. 

2, Righteouſnes politive is faid tobe imputed, v.$.v,11, 

3. That is takerffor the ; $5 neſſe of Chritt, which 
I have proved is F_—_ e without workes, that is, 
not perſonally pertormed by us, though it be by another, 
that is,Chrilt. 

4. That non-imputation of finne is not the ſame 
with imputation of righteouſnefſe, but the latter is the 
cauſe, the former the ctfc&, as is ſkewed by me. 

And as for Celvine,heexcludeth not the imputation of 
Chriſts righteouſneſſe, and calleth this the cffe& thereof, 
which alſo is ſhewed before, 

You adde, 2 Cor. 5. 19. & 21. that which he cal: v. 19. 
E God the not impit ation of ſins unto wi, be cal; verſ.21. @ being 
made the righteonſneſſe of God in bim, 

I deny it, and there they differ as cauſe and effet, that 
in the 21, zerf. For, &c. is the caule of that in the x9. werſ. 
and Calvine on the place —_ PF 

uftitia hic non ti abiru, 's teouſneſſe here # taken not for 

FE ny þ rr og —_ ac- 4 quality or babit,but for m—__ 

cepta nobis fertur Chriſti juſtiria. err (y righteonſneſſe is acconn= 
| tedto ws. To that Queſtion, 

Quomodo juſti ſumus coram Deo? qua- How are we juſt before God? fore 


lirer Chriſtus fair peccator, perſonam enim . : 
noſtram quodimodo ſuſcepit ur reus noſtro ſooth # Chriſt was a ſrnner, for in a 


nomine herer & tanquam peccator judicare- ſort he tooke Onr perſgn that he might 
tur, non Ppropriis ſed alicnis deliftis ; quum be made wilty and Judged MH a a 
puius foret ipſe & immunis ab omni culpa, yer, wot by byy owne, but others ſinner, 


pznamque ſuhirer nobis non hibi debiram, . 
Ira (c, nunc juſti ſumns in ipſo, non, quia ſeeing he was pure and free from all 


operibus propriis ſatisfaciamus judicio Dei, fanlt, and was to unAergoe pr iſoment 
ſd quoniam cenſemur Chriſti juſtitia,quam &ue, not t0 5 , but bimſelfe. So now 
hde induimus ut noſtra hat, Cats. we are juſt in bim, not becauſe we m 

ſatisfie the judgement of God by our 

one workes, but becauſe we are accounted in his righteouſnes 

which by faith we put on that it may be mad: ours. ; 

But AQ; 13, 38, 39. openeth it cl:arely , where the Be 

knowne unto you that through this man is preached unto you for- 


given 


” 
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giveneſſe of ſinnes,- and by bim all. that beeleeve on jufiife 
from all things from which you could not be juſtified by the 

of Moſes. Fuſt ification bence is laid downe by the way of ne+ 
gative or privative righteouſneſſe, not a poſitroe; ſo that the ju- 
ſtifi-ation is not with righteouſneſſe, (properly ſo called) but a 
Juſtification from ſinne, &c.. p. 77. 

I, This placeproveth that chrough Chriſt is preached 
pardon and jultifcation, &c, It followeth not that there 
15 no paſitiverighteouſneſſe. Nay through this man in- 
tolderh the ſame, chat is through his intigg latisfation 
preached alſo. 

2.F acgiopets and jultification from, &e.implieth that 
party righteous , elle ſhould God juſtifie a wicked man 
which is abominable. | 

3. Recount your great axiome of things immediate con- 
traria» And ſe whether from the poſition of pardon you 
doe not inferre and put perfe& rlehccouſaetls and ſup- 
poſe it to the pailive obedience, its energie or being pro- 
pitious. 

4. Finally, the diſpulſion of darknefſe, &c. any con- 
trary is by.the introduftion of its contrary; light, &c. 

It is righteouſnes imputed that hath attending pardon. 

You ſay this is the proper ſignification and moſt uſuall, not 
20 ſignifie giving or beſtowing a compleate poſitive righteouſ= 
neſſe,but diſcharging, citing, Prov.17.15+ 

This is ſhewed otherwiſe by that text : when God ju- 
ſtifeth a wicked man, he maketh him juſt firſt, thence the 
rights and priviledges of juſt men , theſe priviledges of a 
ru man goe together , elſe ſhall the priviledges of a juſt 
man be common to him with the wicked,abomination, 

And one would beleeve juſt making ſhould be proper 
and moſt afuall who ſhall obſerve it your owne ordinary 
expreſſion, See p. 35.p. 3. out of Haymo. T reat.2.p. 112. 
116. 117. L118. 144. twice 145. 150.163, 136. it is nothing 
elſe, p. 211. and I finde remiſſion of finnes confeſſed the pri- 
viledge of mas Jef þe 5 I, Treat. 

That text Rom. $234k ſhall lay,eve.it is God that ju- 
ſtifietb,ſheweth the by the RR GodJultifierh 


there 


D 8 
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chefe in rid&6rtatmition, fo Rvyh,5.9. afticarion is by 
the Hourh if Oils Fomite, and this We confelle dome Ly faicbgas 
OM. 3. 11. 4$ah mRtenient, not by mr doing thi ; yet muſt 
you trot ro the dbetficnte of Chriſt wntill death, that” 


which quaftfi ,its included in daath that it be a 
pleaſ ing cre e ſynecdocht will ſalute that,of \ which 

more after, it that 7iſ. 53. 11. where he is faid 
#0 beire nr Mitt 


For nfors wr the reſt cited by you, they have the 
ſame anſwerggand that truly in the jadgement of many 
witneſſes ; amongſt whom there is Chamieere one of your 
Authors, I and Parexs, who ſhevveth that the judgement 
6f all, Calvize and all thereft; and let che Reader judge 


who is injurious,of which you complaine. 
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CHAP, VI. 
Argument 5. P.84. 


Hy ks taken fromthe oor Arte, Phil.3.9. And be found 

#1bim not bivitig Wine owne rig oy e which is of +he 
1», Vid ther %»Vich's through the þ of Chriſt, the righte- 
Iforeſfe whidh's of Gott tbrowyb fairb. Hence you obſerve. 

1. He ſaith not thitt be \thty be fouthid in bur, righteoufueſſe, 
Weick Teffe in bis righteduffueſſe intpined Witto bits, butt ſimply in 
b7mſelfe. 

Tobe fininid i 'bins wit hiving bis orvne vighteouſne 
Is Eo be fotind havirig 'unfon * —_— ſo 


—_— Chriſt rigtiteouſnefſe muſt be {up- 
ppofition'to hits owne, to be found in hiny, isro 
Teva Teeth 8 o ie bim there 34 ew 


va = his 
Taioy of oreven you oppo her Bog righ- 
; and as for your exception againſt wt. 1h 


On, ods you are a Wortoriſt, ath 7 vximen, 
Cn nonteenad rhe Reputation, js bi I 
'cition (rid Hotiatfon of hte” rights 


7 
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God apprehended by faith, which are neceflarily ſuppo- Bebethe 
ſed why 4c him his righteguſneſle. 4 

Beza will teach you better, Toa Inveniri in Chriſto, taciram haber rehari- 
on to Gods judgement: for be in loving conemptane unum funm Chriſtum in quo 
doth comemplate bis owne Chriſt it ets (;d cf, Chao per fdems infros) in iis 

' whom he may be well pleaſed. T berefore nullam invenit condemnationem:Quiz juftiria 


thoſe wham be finget to be in Chriſt, qualem ipſerequirir in nobis,id cf}, perfetta, 
that is, in-ſet ito Chriſt by faith Jin amalan cxomatos cos invenit, Nimirum 
theſe be findeth no condemnation, be- 9 200 uot TY 
cauſe he findeth them arraied in righteouſi 
reth in uw , that is , perfel# and beaped 
righteow/neſſe imputed to us by faith. 

Inhim, that u,Chriſt my Lord,zpbo In ipſo,ſc. Chriſto Nomino meo, quieſt 
is righteonſneſſe, ®c. It is of faith be» J*M\ria, ec, Fidei aurem oft quia per tdeay 
cauſe by ſaith we apprebend it, becauſe {2 *PPrehendimus, cum fit im purativa & 
v þ inqenative, and is applic  — _ mericonobis applicerur, Aretius i & 
by Chriſt ; merit, #« Arctius, | 

$9 generally be oppoſeth mans merit la generalicer mericum* hominis oppo- 
to the grace of Chriſt : for when as the nit Chciſti gratiz: nam cum Lex afferar 0- 


: - hdes offert nudurg hominem Dev , ur 
L aw bringeth workes, faith man za pe vexar nay oor , 


# be requti= 
wne, even Chriſts 


hed to Godythas be may be clothed with . 
Chriſt: righteon/neſſe, Calvine, 
. _ bimſel on prtulgn p wg oe found mn 
im, &c. with bu Ig ON s e that the 
may be beautified and glorioufly a VO Jo 9, wh 
be excludeth all kinde of worker, br muſt needs rſt and the 
righteonſneſſe of Chriſt, 

I have read that our faith hath beene excluded by this .... . | 
text, never that the righteouſneſſe of Chrilt ſhould be (o, C—_— 
by a Proteſtant, it is Chrilts righteouſmeſſe alone which £47þ Darens 
will indure che pure fight of God here and hereafter. Pagliſhed,p. 

2, You obſerve from thole words, But that which i« of 351. 

God by feithyhere is not the leaſt jot or tittle of any mention, &e. 
of any righteouſneſſe he ſbou!d bave by imput atzon of the righ- 
teowſeſſe of Chriſt. No, nor any righteouſueſſe by or h1be 
righteouſneſſe of Chriſt , but onely fech 4' rignteouſneſſe #s 3s 
Aaainas Xewn, through fanth ff os Ping in big end 

2 this 


8 
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NimitumChri. 
Ai juſticia ap* 
Plicata, 


Quod ad diQta 
ad Phil.3. c at- 
tiger: Server, 
Socini, raamq; 
ſencentiam cx 
profelſo de- 
ſtruir, diſerre 
enim inicr fi- 
dem & inter ju- 
fticiam diftin- 


RCA a Mana... © 
this -is that righteonſrneſſe ſay you, and that righteouſneſſe of God. 
2. Arighteonſneſſe which God himſelfe bath found out , and 
which he will one and countexance and acconnt for righteouſ= 
nes, and no other bat this.— The mentioning of this righteouſ- 


nes the ſecond time, as being or Do in faith, # donbiles 


teonſnes will carry it, , 


emphaticall... It is to ſber that this rig 
notwithſtanding the unlikelibood and ſeeming imperfeFions of it, 
and that the thing u fully concluded and eſtabliſhed with God. 
— If Paul had had any minde or inclination at all to have pla- 
ced the righteouſug([e by which we are juſtified in the righteonſnes 
of Chriſt — here was a tempting occaſion.— But here it 
loud ſpeaking againe and againe of the righteouſneſſe of faith, 
but altum (ilentium of. any righteouſneſſe from the imputation 
of the righteanſneſſe of Chriſt, p.87.&+ 38, 

That which Paul would be found having, is not ha own, 
but that which is through the faith of Chriſt the righteouſneſſe 
which us of God by faith, 

This we interpret the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt given by God 
applied by faith. So Beza, you faith in Chriſt it ſelfe, 

But firlt it cannot be faith it ſelfe,ſeeing the text is, that 
righteouſnes which is through faith, & of God by faith,where 
faith is but an inſtrument, by which T have that righteouſ- 
neſſe,it is not ſaid, beleeving, but by belceving : that faith 
is the righteouſnefſe he would be found in, but that of God 
by faith, B-rtizs that Prince of the Arminian band nrgeth 
this text againlt Sibrandus, Epiſt. p. 57. and hath this an- 
{wer. 
As for that ſaying, Phil, 3. 1! profeſſedly deſtroyerb the con- 
clufion of Servetus, Socinus, and your one, for it doth plaine= 
ly diſtinguiſh betweene faith and righteonſneſſe; for in the 
9. verſ. be ſaith, Beza interpreting it, But that 1 may have 
that righteonſneſſe which is of Chriſt by faith, ſurely if this righ= 
tronſneſſe be of Chriſt by faith, «« Beza interpreteth it , or if 
it be by the faith of Chriſt, as the old T ranſlation,then this righ- 


gr. Verſu enim g. dicir, interprete Bezg. Sed ut habeam cam juſtitiam, quz per 
hdem eſt Chriſti, equidem h hzc juſtitia eſt Chriſti per fidem ut Rez interpretaiur : vel fi 
eſt per hdem Chriſti, ur verus interpres haber,rum juſticia hxc non eſt ipſa fides..—©. De- 
inde Apoſtolus ServerigSecin; ruamgae ſententiam prorſus rejicir, diſene enim ſcribir, 


teonſneſſe 
"Y $4 


# mm 


os 
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tevuſneſſe 4 not faith it felſe.—T hen ſeribir, rf 9. ur inveniar in £0 non hahene 
the Apoſile doth wholly rejeft the opi> "am juſtinam. Mea igirur juſtiris none 
X ad rows juſtificor ; & hoc reRe,diſer:e enim$pi- 
non of Serverus, Socinus, ana yon: riras ſanftus doce',Rome5.1 g, nos obedi- 
for be plainely writeth, verſ. 9, that entia Chriſti confticui juſti, hoc <ſt,nos ju+ 
I may be fonnd in bim not having ftita Chriſti juſtificati; Sed tides quam ego 
habeo(h ſecundum Scripruras loqui velis) 


whine owne righteouſueſſe. But it is not © © rua fides, Hab, 2. 4. Juſtus fide ſua vivet, 


my righteouſneſſe .by which T! am 7... 18.Oftende mit fidemraam ex ope- 
juſtified; and this rightly, for the holy na pryeryemure hdem meam. Si 
Gbyoſt plainely teacheth, Rom. 5, 19. igicurfides mea eft juſtiria mea , & ego hac 


15 to be conflituted juſt, that is, that 14 mea juitihcor,rum urique juſtihcor mea 
. W l ſt, h u, juſtia: & debeo inveniri in co habens me- 
we are Juji7 q 


4 f ed with the righ tcouſneſſe am juſtjriam Proinde aut imprudenter facit 
of Chriſt, But faith which I have, Apoſtolus cum ſcribir,ur inveniar in eo non 
(if you will ſpeake according to the bahens meam juſticiam: ant vos impruden- 
Scriptures ) 1s thy faith, Hab. 2+ 4. rer ſacitis,dum per veſram juſtiriam juſtifica* 
The jſt ſbal Bow by | * ith 4 x vultis: vel quod idemeRt, dum valtis in- 

J RE INEW fa 0 z HT veniri habentes veſtram juſfiriam. quid quod 
Jam, 2. 18, Shew me thy faith by thy Apoſtolus docer juſtitiam quam cupit habe - 
workes, and I will ſbero my faith. If re, verſ. g. efle Chriſti : Sed habens cam ju- 
therefore my faith be my righteonſneſſe, _—_ nnd aergone” _ verum _ 

" i; : : es , quocunque tandem modo acc1 

and ] an 's fs <a by th3s my ff au « noneſt Chriſti Juſtia neque ct illa Juftitia 
then I am ” ified by mine owne righ- que eſt fdem Chriſti. Sed obcdientia 
teonſneſſe, and I onght to be found in quam Chriftus Parri pro me prefticic, eſt 
hins baving mime owne righteouſneſſe: Chriſti juiticia, Arque hac ego juſtificor, 


. , Rom. 5, 1g, Nikhil igirar imprudentius are 
ſo that either the Apoſtle doth unwiſely, poanie, exam Hina lpcum ad kane &r- 


when be writeth, that Iimay be found , : ; 
ts Lee we _ ied num p: orem ſtabyl endumallegate 
neſſe ; or you doe unwiſely whilſt you will be juſtified by your 
owne righteouſneſſe, or which us the ſame, whilſt you will be 
found having your owne righteouſneſſe, Te Apoſtle teacheth the 
Viobreosſneſſ which be defireth 16 þave, v. 9. to be of Chriſt, but 
baving that righteouſneſſe which is by faith of Chriſt ; but my 
faith in what ever naanner it betaken,zs not Chriſt; righte mſneſſe, 
neuther is it that righteouſneſſe which ws by the faith of Chriſt, 
but the obedience which Chriff performed to bis F ather, for me,is 
C'briſts righteouſneſſe, and with this I am juſtified, Rom. 5. 
19, Nothing therefore could be done more unwiſely by thee , then 
to alleadze that place for the eſtabliſhment of thine error. 

les ,| it is'much worſe in'yon theti hitn, Becauſe 
you take faith in Chriſt, not in relation to. its objeR; 

| C 3 Chrilts. 
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, 
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Fides _—_ and dire oppoſition to 


room 


rc\picit, arque 

vera 
eſt quod dicitur zt c 
fides juſtifhicar 
non per ſe ſed 
correlative,qua 
renus nimiram 


apprehendir 


Chriſtum <juſ- the Law too, if faith be required 


que juſtinam 


Ipſe riderit. 


Prideau. 


* andIf} 


Chriſts righttouſnes, taking ia that, butin a proper ſeniſe, 
riſts righreouſa hereas 
in one place of Bertius I finde, That faith reſpefteth the meriz 
of Chriſt, and thus it is true which is ſaid, ſaith juſtifierh not by 
elfe, but correlatively, as it apprebendeth Chriſt and bis 
righteowſneſſe, How he agreeth with himſelfe , /et him 
looke to that, as your Mr. Wotton once ſaid. 

hen faith is that, and as a worke, (as elſewhere from 
Fobn 6.) How am I not juſtified by a worke, and thar of 
ere,as ſome conceive, 

toelſewhere? See Sybr. p.36.6 57. 

And when as it is not rightcouſneſſe, or but inherent; 
Am l not juſtified by inherent righteouſnefſe? an opinion 
worſe then that of Papiſts, who joyne hope and charity, 
&c. with faith, as Mr. Forbs, 

And when as it is an imperfe& grace, how can God, 
whoſe judgement is according to truth, account this per- 
fe& righteouſneſſe? it hath need of ſomewhat elſe to co- 
ver and tojuſtifie ir. You acknowledge it imperfe& , the 
Papilt prelling it plead its perfeRtion in this lite. 

And what will become of the Pailive obedience of 
Chriſt, if chis be that righteouſneſſe in oppoſition to the 
righteouſneſſe of Chriſt? What need is there of him or 
his cighteouſnelſe ? Leſſe it be to merit that faith be ac- 

, as Offerodus. 

What need of remiſhion of -linnes ? your interpreta- 
tive rightcouſmelſe by which I have the priviledges of a 
righteous man ? I have it by faith in your do&rine and 
then, away with that as well as the righreouſneſſe of 
Chriſt. And here let all men take notice of your minde, 
when as you call it faith in Chrift,and that it is an itr{trn- 
ment to bring us to fellowſhip with Chrift and his bene- 
fits , when yet, here, and in the whole comroverfic you 
deny a relative or figurativeſenſe taking in Chriſt and his 
ri and put it in oppolition, If you will be 
found ingthat doegmy ar meer that DoRor, that 1 
may betound nec having taith, mine owne right 
ifrqghtcouſnelle, and asitis orortrthall be, ber'that 

: S which 


FE 


Patt 2. is Th Dum if futſeanadownd, 


which God giverh or ithputerh,Cheiſts,by faith. I beteeve, 
hkelpe mine © belief, See after,the laſt Scripture,ont df Zaw- 


edy, he Doftor Aytie in hocum. Olevian, 


—__ Sth —— ba —_— 


CHAP. VIL 


Ixthly, that that God impmies for righteonfneſſe im cas 

tron, is tot the bteonfinſe of Chrift bimfelfe, but 
felfe, by Rom. 3. 25. Rom. 5. 1. and all 1 nei 
API by Jobs, us wlf br bub4t, axtl rhy doe they contlemne it 


I I faith with us is an inſtrument laying boid of 
A _ and owe kao wes hand doth 
riches ch rig am righteons, 
as rich by the a po — 4d 

You fay you not Y 230% imply the 
objeU with i2, w the wſtcall manner of "the ipmere is, and =2, 


that it jeſtifieth in YO. 3, e's ave theo 
bold os Critorihnnrs, hogs the Scripmire never a 
tioneth it under thu conſideration) yet ftill it 11 an ai of faith. 


1. Youſay it juſtifieth not as an at, ib. and yet take 
it in a proper ſenſe, oppolingic tn juſtification to the 
righteouſneſſe of Chrilt, faith and not the righteouſneſſe of 


Chriſt. 
2. When you give all be granted to _ that it bat bop 


Chriſt the objeO, api laieth bold on 
reach us that Chriſts rightem/aefſe 5 wifier A bn 
Goripeare of the objeths of Fuinh 3s 9207 70 be fond: the Texft 
ens = 6 ej e # mas, nerd 
ith as juſtifying,p.4 3. omly 3 Lett "to "be the = 
rdalt <4} hd han Art, oh ge? Jt woke 
$3. rexbers it imipurett- for Yiphreonfoefſe in # of the th. 
je, or becauſe it 1zieth botd won Chrift, or Chriſt righreouſues, 


þ Whereasthe: otthodox ————_— — _ 


reach fatth in'Chrift, and thatan+irnfrenment 
ef Chand hiv righrevaladie applying; 


_—_ 


vp» ® 
tempting 
as 


The Dottrine of Fuſtification cleared. Part 2- 


x2pplying that rightcoulneſſe, by which applied weare 


_ Faith isas thepencill, itis an inſtmment, the matter, 
whiting ; the pencill maketh not white bur inftrumien- 
rally, it is thewhiting applied by the pencil. 

The hand receiving riches is an inſtrument making 
rich. 1,but inſtrumentally, riches received properly make 
rich, faith 1s but an inſtrument laying hold of the righs 
tequineſſe of Chriſt, by it as an inſtrument wearejultified, 
but that which properly doth is the righteouſnes ofChritt 
himſelfe; and here we ſay notthat whatſoever faith laieth 
hold on juſtifieth, but ſegzanter, we name the righteouſnes 
of Chriſt. mo” os oe! 

.* So, figuratively taking in the obje&,Chriſts righteouſ+ 
neſfe, it jtſtifieth,as an inſtrument to this effeR, ſo it juſti- 
fieth ; ſo faith is imputed for righteouſnes : here is ſome- 
what cquivalent and exceeding the righteouſnes of the 
Law, which is falſcof faith not applying Chriſts righte- 
ouſnes,and then is it the condition ofthe Covenant when=» 
as it taketh in the objec, as is elſewhere ſhewed, 


— — — — —— 


CHAP. VIIL 
T be laſt proofe from Scripture. 


He Scriptures doe abſolutely deny a transferribleneſſe gran- 
ſlation or transftrring, or moving the righteouſneſſe of one 
perſon to another, from Gal.3,12,and the Law is not of faith, but 
the man that doth them ſhall live in them, it denieth it to be done 
which he intendeth to make the righteouſnes of the Law as per= 
formed by Chriſt uncapable of thus tranſlation or impatation.... 
faith dertves remiſſion from Chriſt , but not the righteonſner of 
the Law, the ſcape ſbeweth it 3s the very doer that ſball Ive, ec. 
1, Removing righteouſnes from one perſon to ano- 


| ther, arenot our words, we ſay not; that Chrilts righte» 


ouſncsimputedisremoyed, or that it is taken from Chriſt, 


we 


mn co worrdbeadattcoowt "x 
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Part 2.. The Dottrine of Fuſification cleared, 


we teach it to be ſubjeftive in him ſelfe, 

We aſſert his righteouſnefſetransferrible, that is, that 
ie may be, and is imputed or given to us. 

He was our Swrety, he farisfied forus, if there be an ab- 
ſolute impoſſibility of transferring what is done for ano- 
ther , you deſtroy ſuretiſhip, Chriits being onr Sarey. 

3. His death is imputable,or ſufferings of death , you 
mult hold that imputation ofthem, or elſe confeſſe your 
ſelfe a Socinian, Mr. Gat, exempreth himſelfe thereby,dea- 
ling with Lucins. 

If his ſufferings, all of them, from his incarnation or 
conception to his death, his being man, doings and ſuffe- 
rings, forme of a ſervant, ſervices in that forme,all his 
verty, unto, till death, as well as death it ſelfe ; in which 
there are many ſervile ats to the Law. Mr. Gataker exclu- 
deth not them or their imputation, nor Parews; your ſelfe 
teach a concurrenceand influence of works abſolutely ne- 
ceſſary to make atonement, F 

And if Chriſtdid not obey for himſelfe (which was 
vaine, ſeeing he lived from the firſt moment) it was for us; 

his beingman holy and jult, 8c. was his humiliation, po- 
verty , be became poore , that we throngh his poverty might be 
made rich, : 

His ſufferings were fulfillings of the Law, ever puniſh= 
ment is the fulfilling of the Law. 

If ſufferings are imputable, the fulfilling of the Law 
isin all theſe reſpe&s, andareimputed, or ale we haveno 

ood by them. It is nothing that there is ſach vertue in 
Jeſus Chriſt if there be no application, and application. 
receiving on our part nece{ſarily putteth givingand impu- 
tation from the Lord. 

Now to your argument, we deny the Law to be that 
by which we are juſtified , or that the righteouſneſſe by 
which is Legal], Ir is evident ({ay we) becauſe that run- 
neth,T be man that doth this ſball live, if we were {o legally, 
we muſt be ſo in & by oar ſelves perſonall y,doe this neither 
needed we a Mediator; we cannot doe this, this and faith 
are aſyſtata, put this, Faith - _ inthis matter, when 

we 


Erciam pna 
eſt impletrio 
Legis Par. de 

Fu. Ah Ge: 

P-133. 


wediſclaime perſonall de this, there mult be grace, and 
that in Chritt, He n;uit be a Surety, conceived, borne, 0- 
bedient, even to death , dead to make fatisfaftion; Gods 
giving him to us, our receiving of him, beleeving in him, 
by which we have union and communion with him, and 
his obedience, Paſlive, and what neceſſarily concurreth and 
in-foweth thereunto. In Chriit we have pardon, and a- 
doption, and eternall life; imputation of righteouſheſſe 
is necefſary to pardon; by impuration of righteouſnes we 
are madeult, and fo Jaſtihed from finnes; by adoption we 
are heires of therighteouſnes of faith, that is, the righ= 
teouſnes which faith apprehendeth, we inherit the promiſes, 
that of righteouſnes by which we are white as Snow, 
whiter, 

And this righteouſnes is neceſſary to life, the Spirit is 
life becauſe of raghteouſneſſe, imputed, Chamieer, Rom. 8, 10, 
they which recerve abundance of grace and of the gift of righ- 
texſneſſe, ſhall reigne in life even by one Jeſws Chriſt, Rom.5. 
16, Grace reignes through righteonſneſſe to eternal! life, verl. 


xt. 

This is Gods righteoxfrer what he giveth,and we by faith 
receive;there is a ſubordination betweene Gods grace, the 
promiſe, Chriſt, his obedience, pardon, life, faith, righ- 
teouſnes is not perſonall but of the Surety. And this is 
notably ſet forth as by forraine Divines, ſo by our owne, 
and the Do&rine of our Church, to which we have ſub- 
ſcribed. I will ſend you thither, and proceed. 


CHAP. IX 


Argument 1. That righteouſneſſe of Chriſt cannot 
be imputed. Thus, 


Hat righteouſnefſe which will not fit and furniſh all be- 
d Pk with all points or parts of that righteouſneſſe which 
the Law requires of them, cannot be imputed to them for juſti- 
fication, 
Baz 
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But the obedience Chriſt performed 10 the Morall Law, will 
nat fit and furniſh all beleevers with all points of righteomſne ſe, 
which the Law requires of them: therefore it cannot be imputed 
to beleevers for their juſt ification. 

I will grant the major, andif Chriſts righteouſneſſe im- Anſw. 

ed benot compleart, ſerving all, it is nothing worth ; 
onely conlider how your imperteft faith ſhall be imputed, 
and whether it be or can b: imputable, and as doe this was 
prove the minor. 

Servants are indebted to Maſters, Epheſ, 5. 5. obedience 
with feare and trembiing, wives husbands; He declined doing 
Juſtice, refuſed the office of a King, &c. 

Thatour Lord Chriſt did what pleaſed bis Father in Anſrv. 
our behalfeis unqueſtioned, the voyce from Heaven was, I 
Inwhom I am well ple:ſed, Matth, 3. that we are accepted in k 
the well-beloved, Eph. 1. It is (aid be came to fidlfpll the Lary, 

Marth. 5. and Matth. 3. That & it beoame him be fulfilled 
all rigbteoſneſſe. In fulfilling the Law, there is no place for 
want. In all righteu/neſſe, there is that which was due by 
all ſorts without exception, thedebt of all , was but all 
righteouſneſſe ; all this not for himlſelfe, but us , becauſe 
he lived from the firſt moment and needed it not, becauſe 
he was our Sarety, bound to pay our whole debt. It was 
of him our great Mediator, as p. 108. I ſuppoſe that in 
Chriſt there is neither bond or free, male or female , King nor 
Begger, all are one in Chriſt, Gal. 3. 23, which is indeed 
from this, that « many 44 are baptized into Chriſt, have put 
on Chriſt, and we are all the ſonnes of God by faith in Feſw 
Chriſt, 


Chriſt is be who knitteth Jewes Chriſtus is eft qui Judo; & Genres in n- 
num corpus feminis Abrahe conneftir ; 


and Gentiles togetber in one body of iaque 73 x896av , tollit perſonaram dif- 
the ſeed of Abraham; therefore all crimen, de quo mox, v21[.15, quicunque 
taketh away the difference of perſons, werſ. 27, ut rollatur genrium Narus & ſex- 
of which by and by, ver/. 28. whoſo- us d-ſcrimen,fhc ur apparer ex ſequenti verſu 


- ; Mctaphora'fſumpra a veſlibus ur d1ximusLuc., 
evergverſ-27.3 that the difference of the 24. 49. & alibi ſxpesſed quz my errum no- 


ſtate of the Gentiles and of ſexe May nz cum Chiiſto contunttionis, quaſi ocul:s 

be taken away, it appearth from the fubjiciat. Oporcer enim Eccletam Chriſto 

next verſ. T hat putting on of Chriſt ranquam vette quadam 0perin & ſab cv deli- 
Dd 2 5s 
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reſce;eut ſana fir prorſus &' inculpabilis; ze a metaphor taken from clothes «« we 
Eph. 5. 27. Idcoque Apoſtolus ſemen A- (2:1 T uke24. 49, ind elſewhere ofs 


. * * * . ,* . ſ on 

rej Chiifti nomine ſhgnihcavic ſn 207, Nh ſuch * my ſet the myſtery of 
5 - = 2 . 0; 
Omncs homines,velint, nolint,ſunt uni, 07 #27077 with Chriſt before our eyesz 


id eſt unarcs ſpecie renus—unum individuii for the Church muſt be covered with 
| =p ur in Chriſto ſerventur— per.cum iP- Chriſt 35-3: were with a garment,and 
om Chriſtum,— Sed hoc demum fciendum,. j;, 1.1 1. bin that it may be whol- 
nos per fidem Chriſto iph uniri Spiritns , "mr" oywne rt - 
ſanAti vinculo ur bonorum ipſius. hamus JJ P9Y 47 witbout blame, Epheſ.5., 
participes,ur omnes fideles hac ratione fint 27, and therefore the Apoſtle ſignified 
unus Chriftus wyſicus, ur loquitur etiam ghe ſeege of Abraham by the one name 

——_ were val RT Unus of Chyiſt. 

tn! 'C vaiere pertonas, . 
i me Crntbeaber ſublaram eſe diſcri> Al eto whether they will or 110, are 
men, Celv. one, that 1s, one thing in kinde,— as 
Eſt illis omnia meritorie; nam dum hunt zt were one individuumythat they may 
una perſona Ars cum Sri - be ſaved. by the ſame. Chriſt—. bat 
i alſionis, mortis, © RB las . 

tiz, jufliciz, & fe faflus eR iis t&o ſapicn- this 3s to-be knowne, that we. by faith 
tia,juſtitia,ſanikcatio & redemprio, 1 £07, 470 united to Chriſt bimſelſe by the 
1, 30, Daven.in. Colg, 11. bond of the holy Ghoſt, that we may be 
7 wing of his geod things , that all 
the faithfill im this reſpelt are one myſticall Chriſt, as the A- 

poſtle alſo ſpeaketb, 1 Cor. 12. 12+ 

T be ſenſe is, that here perſons availe nothing, Tow are one, in 
which be ſignifieth the difference to be taken away. 

He i all things to them meritorionſly , for whilſt they are 
made one myſticall perſon with Chriſt, be giveth to them the me- 
rit of by paſſion, death, obedience, righteouſneſſe, and ſo 3s made 
rnto them of God wiſdome, righteouſneſſe, ſan ification , and 
redemption, 1 Cor.1.30. 

It pleaſed the F ather that in bim ſpould all fulneſſe dwell, 
ſaith the Apoltle,Col.1.19., Hence arethey preſented boly,zen= 
blamable, and unreprovable. in Gods ſight, v. 22,and yee are 
compleate in him;C,2-10. 

And let your next Chapter be read, and ſee whether 
there can be any defe& for any man,where there is ſo much 
and ſo great abundance. 

He that isarraied inthis, and preſents himſelfe before 
God, is{oſay you. Not inthe habit of a juſt or righteow man, 
but inthe glorious attire that makes men juſt and righteqw, the 
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great Mediator of the world , whoſe righteopſueſſe hath beights 
and depths init,a length and breadjh which infinitely exceeded 
the dimenſions and proportions of all men whatſoever. T he 
glory of this righteouſneſſe doth tranſcend the condition of the orea- 
ture... All the parts of this righteou/neſſe, all the att; of ohes 
dience that be performed, he performed them as one that had re- 
ceived the ſpirit without meaſure ; there was a righteouſneſſe 
and worth in t'em which did fully anſwer the fulnefſe of that 
grace that was given bim above all bus: fellowes, &c. p. 108, 
109, 10. 

You obje& to your elle, love is the firfilling off the 
Law, Chriſts perfet love, is a perfeft fiulſolling the Lav; 
and therefore being imputed may ſegve, though ſome alt; of obe- 
dience wanting. To this purpoſe you objec; but Sic, we 
ſay not that there is any thing wanting. 

1. Youanſwer, love may be an Evangelicall fulfilling the 
L aw and accepted, yet holds not out weight and meaſure for any. 
mans juſtification the covenant of workey, 

But to no-purpoſe, that objeion urgeth. not our love 
but Chriſts, and -nat therefore jultification. by acovenant 
of workes, but of grace by Chrilt. 

And it will not follow that if his love be imputed, 
other afts of righteouſneſſe were vaine; for what you call 
other,are no other then love,(o all are afts of righteouſnes 

2, I anſwer to the ſecond, that the love of Chriſtis 
the fulfilling of the whole Law (both Tables.) 

3. Ianſwer thirdly, that love (as you grant) being. a 
cauſe of the being of therelt, and.having (what you call ) 
the re{t vertually in it, ſpiritnall unfeigned affetion of love 
is an inward principle of that nature which inclineth and diſpo- 


feth a man to the performance and pratice of all manner of 


duties required -in the Law, Grant Chriſts lovethis : It will 
not be ridiculous to ſay bis love 1s imputed for their righteouſs 
eſſe. For beinga cauſe and vertually inclading fulfilling, 
it will ſerve. It is more to be a cauſe then to falfll the Law, 
and loye conſilteth not onely in affeftion but afts them- 
ſelves, they are love in words and deeds, 


And there is ſomewhat in it when as Paul profefſeth 
D  *" 
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his life ts be by faith inthe Son of God who b 1th loved me and 
given himſelfe for me,in which there are both his a&ive and 
paſſive obedience, 2 Gal, 20. and the objets of his faith. 

2. You objeR, 1t i ſufficient thmigh there be what 4 equi- 
valent to ſuch particular aFrof righteouſneſſe, and anſwer. 

1. T he Law muſt have jot for jot, tittle for titt'e, point for 
point, letter for letter, otherwiſe it hath a curſe, 

1, Tanſwer, not queſtioning but Chriſt yeelded jot 
for jot, tittle, &c. He infinitely ex:eeded the dimenſions and 
proportions of all men whatſoever,as you : where is more,there 
areJots and tictles, 

But Sir, How ſhall yourfaith not taking in this righ- 
teouſneſſe of Chriſt , nay eppoſed, be jot for jor, &c- and 
how will Gods judgement be according to trmth, it that be in» 
ſteed of doe this ? 

2, And ſecondly, I anſiwer to the ſecond, that the afts 
of Chriſt imputed are the a&ts ot him that was our Surety, 
which infinitely exceeding rhe dimenſions and proporti- 
ons of all men whatſoever, ſerve the neceſſities of all men 
whatſoever ; every mans tnarne is ſerved here, even that 
which the Lord requireth of himzto omit that thoſe diffe- 
rences are taken away. 

3. You obje& to your ſelfe equivalence in bis doings #s in 
bis ſufferings, the debt was eternall death,þ: paid it by what was 
not eternall,bnt equivalent,and ſo might by doing. And anſiver. 

1. Denying thoſe words T hou ſhalt die the death » muſt of 
neceſſity meane eternall death, according to the letter, 

2. Neither that nor by way of equivalencie, was not Gods 
meaning, but the evill of puniſþment repreſented and knoxwne to 
him by the name of death, without conſederation of duration, 1 
anſwer. 

1. Sir,to die the death is ſach a puniſhment, which 
thongh it hath not eternity of its nature, yet it hath eter- 
nity a concomitant as your ſelfe ont of Scotw, and that js 
in it ſelfe (becauſe of concomitancy) for ever, the free« 
dome from it is accidental], It is eternall in the thrcat,as 
is ſcene in execution on Devils and wicked men, it had 
beenefo to us if our Szrety had not borne it, and beene on 


him 
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him for ever had he nor dvercome it. 
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3. Butthen you anſwer, 3. that though God did rake 
liberty to wary from the curſe, and to uſe equivalency, it followeth 
not God ſhould accept ſuch legall payment as is equivalent. 

I anſwer (till premifing that Chrilt yeelded compleat 
fatisfaftion as before) that it God did vary in thecurſe, he 
received legall payment which is equivalent,death was le- 
gall payment, and doing you vbjet is but legall payment, 
T be ſoule that ſinneth ſhall die, is the voice of the Law. 

To that you farther adde of God that baving received 
a full ſatisfation of all the tranſpreſſions of the Law he may 
by a ſecond covenant accept of what he pleaſeth to inſt ate men in 
this benefit, which i to bimevivalent to perfelt legall rigbteouſ< 
nejje. 

, 7 that which Chriſt paid being the full fati- 
fation of the Law, anſwereth our debt compleatly , and 
there is no need of any thing elſe to be accepted, (tis in- 
jurious indeed) that is _— to compleart legall 
righteouſnelle, that ſatisfattion of righteoulneſſe onely 
graciouſly imputed to us as performed by-our Surety for 
us, is enough, Faith indeed hath the place of an inſtru- 
ment or hand receiving what is accounted or given , b 
which applied Iam jult,and ſo have priviledges ; but hath 
no equivalence to the righteouſneſſe of the Law, as in it 
ſelfe,in juſtification,excluding the righteouſheſſe of Chriſt 
as you hold it out ; and the fſatisfattion of the Law by 
Chriſt our Surety,to ſuch a faith is what God doth by the 
covenant of grace. 

To what you adde more, that may ſuffice which I have 
already ſpoken, I will haſten to your 10. chap. 


CHAP. X. 


—— _— 


2. Ground, thus. 


Hat righteonſneſſe which is exallly and preciſely fitted to 
Tnnbd ce of bim that is Mediator —_— 
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and man or Redeemer of the world cannot be imputed to any 0+ 
ther for bu righteouſneſſe. 
But ſuch is the righteonſneſſe of Chriſt: Therefore the mi- 
nor opening the riches of the righteouſneſſe of Chrilt is 
ranted.,and uſemade of it in the former argument as de- 
ru&ive to its pretended unfitneſſe in our Saretics righte- 
ouſneſſe. f 
To the major anſwer, by denying it, the preciſe and 
exa& righteouſnefſe of Chrilt our Mediator can be and is 
imputed to us, we areclothed with the rober of Chriſts righ- 
 _ teouſneſſe, his righteouſnes which hath heights and depths, 
Juxca veri'a'e gre {7 that rceording to the truth(as Door Prideaux explai- 
zque juſti ſu tenet)we are equally juſt becanſe with the ſame righte= 
mus, quia Ca- gt we . x 
dem juſtitia, de 0xſneſſe, in that we are asjult as if we had perſonally per- 
juftif, #.171. formed it our ſelves. 
1, Yet, 1, Rob himnot becauſe we are found herein by 
his conſent and commandement of application , by his 
ivingand his inabling us by faith to apply the ſame. | 

Z1ne juſti ſumys quoad vericatem,quia ,2* For the equality,he that afhrm- 
eadem juſtitia ; licernon zqualirer ex co- ed we are for truth equally Juſt 5 be- 
«cm modo, cum ille juſtus fir ſubjeftive, cauſe with the ſame righteonſneſſe , 
nos impurarivc; ille de propriognos de ulli- though not equally and in the fl X 
———_ — manner, ſeeing be us juſt ſubjetively, 

we imputatively, he of his owne, we of bis bounty, openeth ouf 
ſenſe for equality. Door Ames anlwering Bellarmine, lay- 
eth downe our tenet. 

Chrinti juſtitiam catenus nobis impuratt» Chriits righteouſneſſe 75 ſo far Im pre 
ut £jus virture nos perinde juſti cenſeamur ted zento ws that we are by vVertue therof | 
coram deo ac fi noſmer iph in nobis habere- ſo acconnted juſt beforeGod us if we our 
mus-quo juſti coram ipſo cenſeamur, ſelves had in our ſeJues that whereby 

we are accounted juſt before him. And then, 

Jaſticiam Chriſti impurari fingulis ſecun- Chriſts righteoſneſſe * imputed to 
dum co1um particularem neceſſiratem, non every one according to their particular 
ſecundam univerſalem quem haber valoe neceſſity, not according to the univer= 
"_ fall value thereof. | 

Whence you may fee how we take and take not that 
robe of unmenſurable majeſty upon us, and how much 
you are deceived, and deceive when as youimagine thar, 

and 
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and thereby grieve the truth ; the generation of diſputers 

teach you otherwiſe, Doitor Prideaux, Door Ames, and 

ſo Doftor Daven mt propoſeth ir, 

It is tobe weighed that Chriſts p Gs ts can. 
righteouſneſſe is nat imputed to ti RES ora marg?, wo he eres 
and that be/eever according to the latitudinem efficaciz ſuz, ſed prour unuſ- 
whole latitude of its efficacie, but ſo quiſque ca opus haber.. 
a4 every one hath need of it. | 

And that may anſwer what is urged, p. 110. and we a- 
void preſumption or blaſphemy, and (heweth what a commu- 
nicablenefſe we hald meaſured onely by our need; (Let 
the Reader ſee more in the former part) and ſoconceive 
what every member receiveth from Chrilit the head , and 
how that is uſed, The head infloweth according to the 
need of every menibex, and the member receiveth ſo much, 
ſo much as maketh us perteRly juity perteftly holy in the 
light of Gad, The imputation of which your argumenc 
teacheth nor. 

When as you ſay, p- 11 3. that Chriſt with bis members are 
@ body onely by way of reſemblance. It withall you acknow- 

ledge our Union true and reall in its kinde it ſhall ſuffice, 
if otherwiſe, you uit with Mr. Wotton anſwer the charge 
Mr. I. laieth on you before. 


C— — _—y 
— 
—— 


CHAP. XL. + 
Athird Ground, p, 119. 


Here u no neceſſuy of this imputation of Chriſts righteouſ= \f. G. 
neſſe , be that is compleatly juſtified by having bus ſinnes 
forgiven, us juſtified without the imputation of this ative obedi- 
ence of Jeſus Chtiſt. | 
You ſay this propoſition 1s generally granted, but -you A. 
it, for thoſe that contend for imputation of Chriſts righ- 
teoulnefle, aQtive or paſſive, both, make it the cauſe 0f | re- 
miflion of finnes,as before, 
But a beleever 3s ſufficiently Juftifies before God by the remij- G. 
e ſton 


A 


lay mas proved, C.5. 

And.there you have anſwer. 

Then you objcR to your ſelfe, that remiſſion is but a part 
of juſtification, not the nabole, and that imputation of righteouſ- 
neſſe muſt be added. 

To anſwerwhich, you cite Calvine. Let what you ſay 
and I anſwer before, be conlidered by the Reader, and he 
ſhall ſee your head and his opinion at oddes, He maketh 
remiſfion an effe(t, See /. 3. c. 14. Set. 12, hac nor infirutt;, 
ec, There ſhall you ſee pou raſhneſſein that affertion,and 
the maintenancethereot, and Parews his teſtimony againſt 
himſelfe, and your vanity in urging their obje&ion as ar- 


' guing adiverſe tenet amongft Proteltants, by both Parews 


(a) Inregene- ' 


| ratione & Its 
miſſione pec« 
carorunm, 
(b) Sanguinem 
autre ſolum no- 
minando non 
voluir alias re- 
prionis 
partes exclu- 
dere,ſed porius 
ſub una parte 
toram ſummam 
comprehende- 
re;hc per ſyncc- 
doche rota ex- 
piatio nomina- 
cur,ad Rom.3. 
24. Calv, 
$0 Ecchard p. 
393 faſci, con- 
rroverſ. who ci- 
teth Trelcat, p. 
$43, Bucan. p. 
337- @ Url 
þ- 452. 


and Do&or Davenant,&c. 

When you þ. 127; excuſe your imputation of faith 
in a proper ſenſe being the ſame, that juſtification ſtands in 
remiſſion of {innes onely, | 

* I anſwer, itis vaine, for faith in a proper ſenſe without 
a Trope,juſtifeth with you both, and they ſay that juſtifi- 


Cation Cor (a)m _—_— and remiſrion of ſinnes, 
you make them the ſame, both of you diſpute againſt im- 


putation of Chriſts righteouſneſſe, which yet is the Pro- 
teltant tenet (Piſcator, Parews, Mr. Gataker not excepted, 
who teach the imputation of Chriſts paſſive obedi: 
ence. 

Rhee doe the Scriptures expreſſely demonſtrate it, 
Rom. 4.6,7.nay verſi6.& x 1.there isa manitelt and expreſſe 
imputation of righteonſneſſe as well as not imputation of ſinne, 
and that they are cauſcand effe& is ſhewed by Authors in 
the ſame place; and as for that Synecdoche,it is not fo 
needfull there,ſecing there is ſuch an expreſlure of both 
impuration of righteouſneſſe, and non-imptfration of (ins. 

When bloud is mentioned, it isby that figure, and it 
doth not exclude other parts. ? 


(b) In naming bloud onely,be would notexclude other parts of 


redemption, but rather under one part comprehend the whole, ſo 
by the figure Syntcdoche-the whole expiatian is meant. % ſ 


. Who. 
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Who faith, when a we come to. Ubiveroad Chriſtum yenrum eſt, pri- 


: - mum in eo invenizur exaſta Legi Ti 
Chriſt , firſt there #1 found the exati qu# for inaputdtiotien eiidn ————_ 


.righteouſneſſe of the Law, which #lſo in Rom-3.41. 
by impnt ation 1 made ours. | 

And thence anſwer may be given, that when we are 
fald to be jultifed by Chriſts bloud, Rom. 5. 9. the ative 
obedience is not to be excluded. You fee it is Calvixes 
Do&ririe, and ſo Bucanis de juſtif. ad @. 15, nay your 
{elfe make this an effentiall requitite,as afterwards. 

What is faid of ſupply by ions as you referre usto 
the next chapter, we will referre thither oue anſwer. 

Neither need you argue againſt your adverſaries , as 
—_— and dividers of the ative and paſkive obedience 
ot Chrift;and ſuch a putting them into parts,it is but your 
owne coriceipt. 

If there be abfardity,; itis your owne,who exclude the 
ative obddience,and foſcparate and divide them, Wecon- 
fele, in-your words, that the attive obedientce of Chriſt will 
wot profit men if they ſeparate it from the paſſive, John 12, 14. 
neither will the paſſive it ſelft be fonnd it ſelfe, that is an a» 
tonement or expiation for ſine, according to the will andl pur- 
poſe of God, except we bring in the altive to it, Ee, you wound 
your felfe, not as, in that, and what followeth. 

Finally, neither will it follow that the formall cauſe is 
dowble, but one; Chrifts obedience ative ahd paſſive, not 
to be divided or ſeparated; isthe matter, .it imputed ſup- 
plieth the place of a forme and conſticateth us righteous, 
as Saint Paul himſelfe, Rom. 5. 19. and fo muſt you inter- 
pret that place,or elſe ſeparate and divide, offend in the ve- 
ry thing you reprove (though cauſcleflely. ) 


—— 


CHAP. XIL 
4: Reaſons, yp. 136. 


Hat which diſſolves and takes away the neeefſty and uſe of 
that ſweele and A grace of diloprien , can 


e 2 not 


E 
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19t bold a ſtreight courſe with the trnth of the Goſpel, But this 
imputation in the ſenſe contraverted diſſolves and takes away,Cvc, 
the ne-eſſity of adoption, T heretore, 

You ſay the minor is evident, that we introduce this impit- 

tation of Chriſts rigbteouſneſſe, that we may have atitle to life or 
Heaven, ac:ording to the tenor of the covenant, Hoc fac & 
vives. 
By remiſiion we ſay accrnes no right, and that truly, there- 
fore we compel! the righteauſneſſe of Chriſt to take this honowy s 
neither is another uſe conceivable of it, then to qualifie men to 
Heaven, which is proper to adoption, this us to fruſtrate the pher= 
poſe and connſell of God,Ge. | 

1. T anſwer, imputation of righteouſnefſe , righteous 
making, giveth a title to life or Heaven , if regeneration 
doth ſo which is but imperfe& (wherein yet adoption is 
founded ) perfe& righteouſnefle given and received much 
more,which is of che twaine; the chicteſt foundation of 
adoption : the Spirit # life hecauſe of righteow/neſſe, Rom.$.10, 
which learned Chamicer interpreteth of imputed righte- 
ouſneſſe, thoſe that receive abundance of grace and of the gift 
of righteouſneſſe, ſpall raigne in life, Rom. 5. 17. By the righ- 
reoneſneſſe:'of © one the free gift came upon all t0 Juſtification of 
tife, verl. 18. Grace raignes through righteouſneſſe to eternal life, 
verl. ul. 

2. Yet we ſay not according tothe tenonr of that co- 
venant, Doe this #nd live,that is by perſonall performance, 
righteouſneſſe of Chriſt imputed is of ahother , yet ours, 
given and received,eftabliſhing the Law; lee ('a/uine on Kom, 
3.xlt, cited but now, and ad Kom. 10.5. 


Hunc ſcrupulumoprime diſcutit cum ex He dotb excellently diſpell that ſorn= 
ipſa Legis DuQrina ftabilic fdci juſtitiam— ple, when as out of the very Dottrineof 


eft aurem locus ex Lev. 18,5, ubi dominus , 4 
viiam zternam pollicerur, its qui Legem ſu- the Law be Jags the Doltrine 
am ſervayerint, Arqueiradefeftn ivo co» faith=o= the place 5s taken ont of 


afti ad Chuiſtum confugere difcerene, ibiq, Lev. 18,5. where the Lord promiſeth 


Cat. 


. eternal life to-thoſe that ſhall keepe 
his Eaw-—— and ſo compelled by their owne defett , ſbould. 
learne to fly 16Chriſt, | | 

3-. Welay, uot we have norigheby pardon, and'itis 


noc 
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not true, ſeeing [ findethat concurring as the conſequent. 


of rightcouſneſſe, Rom. 5. the places you-citedzeſpecially it 
be that is freed from ſinne is iplo tafto made perfettly and 
completly righteows, as you conclul, part. 2. p, 4. He that 
is free from death and no waies obn1xious thereunto, cannot but 
be conceived to have a right to life, there being no middle con 
dition betweene life and death ; and concluf, 5.p.3. where 
ſpeaking of adoption and title thereby you ſay the Scriptures 
ſeeme to give it to that. 

We deny it not to adoption, when as we give it to: 


xighteouſneſſe imputed , we exclude not Gods gracious: - 


dignifying, no we give a place to every grace, faith, hope, 
love ; which have the promiſes of Salvation. Weconceive 
adoption will n«t in its claime exclude the righteouſneſſe- 
of Chritt imputed, which isthe maine thing: webe heires 
of the promiſes, all, of rigttteouſneſſe lapt vp in the pro-. 
mile thereof, 

Noah was an heire of the righteouſneſs which u by faith, 
Heb. 11.7. that is,the righteouſnelle which faith apprehen=-- 
deth, and that is that which God impnteth or giveth, 
Chriſts, ſo that adoption doth not exclude it. 

Yea, we read that the promiſe was not, made to Abrahanz. 
that be fbonld be the heire of the world, or to his ſeede through. 
the Law, but through the righteouſneſſe of faith, Rom. 4.13. 
in which the-promiſe of heire-ſhip is made to him by 
that., as it were antecedent. I will not contend againit 
adoptions title, and you muſt beware you contend 'not a+» 
gainſt the title which is by the righteouſneſſe of faich, and 
beware of your conclulion of its being proper to adoprion: 
er con(equences againſt ſuch pregnant Scriptures. Indeed 
ſalvation is byfaith in Chriſt, hence adoption, participa» 
tion of righteouſneſſe to juſtification, to ſalvation. You 
cannot exclude the death of Chriſt from b:ing a cauſe of 
our ſalvation, nor reaſonably leave oat the ative obedi- 
ence of Chriſtyits effenciall requiſite ; neither is of- force 
to that end,but as given and received, which is imputation 
to the beleever, 
And hereby you may ng: your errour, 1, .in ma». 


e 3 king 
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And ſee p-143. 
the rext cired, 
Eccleſ. 1 1,6, 


king theſe of divers and contrary nature, 


2. In that you make the righteonſnelt of Chriſt, 
which is anothers, our Sureties, graciouſly performed tor 
ns, and given unto us,Evangelicall, to be Legall. 

z3.Conſider whether you be not too wiſe in argaing the 
vanity of the one from ſufficiencie of the other, when as 
God hath joyned them together, when as they are ſubor- 
dinate to,that cticQ: adoption is founded in regeneration 
that new birth which qualifieth to jultification, but much 
more in imputed righteouſneſſe, which alone is perte& 
righteouſnetſe z which juſtification qualifieth to life,whor 
be juſtified be gr ied. 

All chediltin& graces in which adoption is founded, 
make up a plurality of meanes qualifying to juſtification, 
to pardon and lite. It is very falſe that nature hath nota 
concurrence of many cauſes to effets, the ſftuunne and man, 
male, female, not to exclude God who is the firit. It is ve« 

falſe that God in the Goſpel ſtill allowes but one meane 
pL one purpoſe, the Word, Sacraments, Prayer, Commu 
nion, and Saints, &c. are all ordained to the ſtrengthen- 
ing of our faith, and to our ſalvation, Neither doth the 
Lord complaine. of plurality of meanes, but of fuch as 
are none of his, or contrary, ſuch is legall righteouſneſſe, 
perſonall obedience : ſo the places, Rom. 4. 14. Gl. 3. 18. 
& 21, Gal, 2.23. where yet verſ. 20. he profeſſeth bis life 
of ſaith in the Sonne of God, loving him, and giving bimfelfe 
for bim. The Law is oppoſed to grace, Chriſt the pro- 
miſe, faith, Chriſt and his righteouſnefle, neither to grace 

nor promiſe, they are ſubordinate, all Evangelicall as in 


that text. Sec that you be not one that laugh theſe to 
(corne. 

And ſce whether your faith ina 
der your owhela{h, oppoſed __ 
nefle of Chriſt, from the po! 
the negation of another e 


frivolous argumentation. 


oper ſenſe be not un4 
dly to the righteouſe 
tion of one ſubordinate to 
liſhed by God, is a vaine and 
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CHAP. XIII. 


$5. and 6, Ground, p. $45. 


| diſſolves the neceſſity of repentance, the righteous bath ne 
need of repent anee. 

T deny what is afſumed,a Chriſtian compleate in Chriſt, 
white as Snow, whiter, yet needeth repentance, hath it to- 
qualify him to the promiſe of righteouſneſle, juſtificati- 
on, remiſſion : as it ſyppoſeth faith, which alone juſtifieth, ' 
fo repentance qualifying faith, and conditioning the per- 
ſon, that faith that juſtiheth is not alone, thoſe that are 
fanttified are perfefted for ever , the ſame Spirit ſanFifieth 
and juſtifieth at the ſame time. 

if it inan univerſall non-imputation of unrigh- 
teouſneſle or g_G is notſuch a man perfeAly righte- 
ous, as your ſelves teach; are they not contreria xm. 5204 
as your ſelves urge? yet you teach need of repentance 
daily, as qualifying the ſubje& to the promile; there is. 
the ſame reaſon: here pardon ſuppoſeth in deed imputa- 
tion of righteouſheſſe by which our fnnes are not impu- 
ted, therefore it is that they ſtand not guilty of any finne 
before God, 

Yea, we aſſert they have the rights and' priviledges ac- 
competying ſuch a righteoulnefſÞ not in n, but in 
Cheiſt thitir head, in the promif® which: abideth. for ever, 
by faith and hope, as the man, perfe& by-non-imputation, 


'of unrighteouſnefſe ;Che hath right to life, be hath everla- 


ſting life, Fobx 3. 36. and yet that conliſtene with finne, 
where there is no condemnation, nay, everlaſting liſt, there is a 
lawleſſe Law, &e. Yeathereisan nn ry +2 
not without finne. 

When as p.148, youtell us of the intrinſecal and'formal 
property © a worke of the-Law, that it hath power to. 
jultifie out of internall worth and dignity. You agree not 
with 8cuth, which teacheth that when 4-121 bath downs alk 
he nenſt ſay, be x. an muprofitable. ſeruant, doing. but pills 
ages, 
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ought, nor with your ſelfe, p. 191, He bath done what was 
duty to doe : and this by our $ aviouts rule, Luc. 17, 10, makes 
but an unprofitable ſervant, i. ( Þ con-eive) It is no ground to de- 
mand or challenge any great matters at bs Maſters band, ex- 
cept it be by covenant or promiſe from bim: thele are your 
words. | 

It taketh away the neceſſity of bis death. 

It doth not; but eltablifh it, by both theſe imputed a 
beleever is juſtified, indeed had he Beene (o before thisim- 
putation, or not by it and with it, ſomewhat mightbe 
ſid,now nothing againſt it,the righteouſnes of the Law, 
Gal. 2. 21. is-perſonall, the man that doth it ſball live,Chrilts 
imputed, is not legall. 

And what youtalk of imputableneſſe of Chriſts a&ive 
obedience, without his deaths is ignorance, that his obe- 
dience was to beginne with life, and to end indeath , and 
you forget now-your former do&rine of concurrence of 
ative and paſſive obedience, and abſolute neceſlity of both 
to make atonement, and that both make up but one obe- 
dience and fatisfaQion. | | 

When you argue againſt the imputableneſſe of this 
righteouſnefſe of Chriſt by a queſtion ; #hy ſhowld nat 
men be capable of imputation thereof in the middeſt of their ſins, 
& well ax Chriſt was capable of imputation of their ſinner , in 
the middeſt of his righteouſneſſe? 

I anſwer, Firlh, it is impertineut to our queſtion.Second-= 
ly, the reaſon is,-the inconliſtencie of juſtification and 
wickedneſle. Thirdly, abomination to the Lord, and the pro- 
miſe of God requireth a lively faith to participation of 
the ſame, receiving it, and making it ours, the promile is 
made unto a beleever repenting.1/:1.16, 


CHAP. XIV. 
' 7. Grownd, p.151. 


Mutation, Oc. leaves no place for remiſrion of ſinnes, though 
| Cad 697 reps rs # ſome of that 
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way ithinke to difingeiſh themſtltes ſafes 11-1 þ »- 
The major isDoRor Prideanx' ra reand the affym- 
ption is falie from the poſition of ai cauſe,'to the deriyall 
of the effeR; as the learned ; as Mr. Garaker alio,though 
in ſomewhat not agreeing with them , acknowledyet 
forgiv 'neſſe of finnes:to be (0,0p a conſequent. - 1.1, 1 7, 

And in truth when as God ingred Chrilts righteous 
neſſe, and pardoneth them, they have no more {mae then 
Chriſt co be pardoned , all are pardoned, theſe are contr.s- 
ri2 immediats, and you know there is no third or. middle: 
though not in'the ame mannerChriſt wat yet quoad: veri- 
tatem, and thus for this argument. 

The exception and anſwer you make of remitting firſt, 
and then imputing, is a fancie of your owne to be negle- 
Qed, Both are together far time, the order is impuration, 
of righteouſneſſe, juſt making, then remiſſion of tinnes, 

You objef by way of addition, that Chriſt hath taught ws 
to pray for remiſſion after thi imputation, unleſſe it be taught 
infdels onely, but to rke forgiveneſſe and conceive onr ſelves as 
righteous as Chriſt, is rather to mocke God, then worſbip bim. 

I anſwer, that petition for pardon after jultification is 
Chrilts ordinance, whether jultification-conliſteth in inv- 
putation of righteouſneſſe or pardon, it mattereth not co 
that, all mult doe it. $46 ; 

2. That by juſtification (whether it conſiſt in one or 0- 
ther)ic is confelt that perſon is perfeRtly righteous, 

3. That he that doth ſo doth not mockeGod,feeing it is 
obedience to that commandement, ſeeing itis Gods way 
whereby pardon is ſued out to the quiet of a mans con» 
ſcience. 

4. Thatthefameis as much againſt your felfe, who 
make it to tandin remiſſion of ſinsgualelſe you think your 
ſelfe not thereby perfetly righteous, or being 'o, not 
bound to uſe that prayer; an{wer your ſelfe, and you (hall 
fave us a labour. | 

5: Finally, what you obj:R againſtus, holdeth againſt 
imputationof faith in your ſente, for let faith be righte- 
oulac or not; it it beby Gods acceptation, as doe and 

Ff 
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live to juſtification, and T am by ir imtereſted in all 'the 

ivi ofa juſt man. Why may notTbe rid to mock 
God (when asI conceive'my ſelfe as pony righteous in 
Gods account )in asking pardon,as in being ſo indeed ? I 
doe but fippoſe: there is as full a Jaltification,as perfeRt a 
deliverance tromdeath and condemnation, as in the for- 
mer caſe, as yourſelfo grant. 

Belides, the queltion is not of of (in or of perfe- 
fe&ion of ſanRification, this is denied on both _ and 
linnes being is graunted , though noe inpated, and 
ſorhough righteouſnelle be imputed, and thence no im- 
putation of finne, 

Neither istherighteouſnefſe of Chriſt imputed a legall 
righteouſneſſe as hath beene fhewed, that is, perſonall dv- 
we this, beingir another thing is conliftent with finne ex 


conceſſis, 


— 


CHAP. XV, 
| wn it were Chriftr it would bave wo compliance with that er< 
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ror, that God focth no ſinne in big people. 

How doe you prove that it hagh compliance ? 

Whoſoever 1 perfeBHy righteous, in bim God can ſee no fin, 
but every beleever is ſo by the imput atien of Chriſt; righteouſneſſe: 
therefore. 

- ar here youp looſe Retoricke , which is truely 
applicable to your ſelte. 

I anſwer,by a diſtin&ion,which I will premiſe firſthand 


Gen apply: 

may be ſaid to ſee finne cither with a fimple fight, 
or cle toim or puniſh it: the former was on my 
knowledge his errour, the latter is a truth, as we ſhall-ſce, 
Outof Zaxchy long agoneT anſwered him, for the words 


hay pry be er _ rencre are : Ie ſay alſo that God bath fo 

gmmzunn tcientiam ur omnia tat Eaper'e* rome a knowledge of all things, that all 
oculis, & in conſpeftu iphus -,. S'9 

preſentiaira ue nulſius re cum capere poſ- *Þings are alwayes open 1wbes eyes, and 


h obkvio, Nam quod ſacris Scripturis ſe- preſent in bis fight, that be can forget 


nothing ; 
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Ing : ; id i f>pe dicirur obliviſci iniqui - 
nabing ; for what is often ſaid in the RE Th Inns. 
holy Scripture, that nas ng eto! ages weep ermap wang nag 
our ſinner, that be hath them, hens dif aca fons inrelligenda deſfimpli- 
and cait them into the bottome of the ci cognitione Dei, quaſi Deus canon am- 
Sea; T —_ Low like oy are Pplius nor, == = gm judicial: al 
not to be of know ſrm- nam, qyoe nonr ic . _ nos mn ja*- 
the if God yew them na me ry nn profes oondanarearquchocen 
of « judicial knowledge to puniſÞ= peccata; hi rexir peccara Deus, noluit adver - 
ment, that be will not bring t a= w__ RI HrTS ennatroneed 
aint ws in 14d, ement , but for ive \! nom anima vertere,ngo ; punire, nom 
Eh. nd th thr Ag ee aol; ad gi 
tine un the 31, Plal, Bleſſed. are they S$ce Zanch. de nacura Dei, l. 3. £.2.9, 14. 
whoſe ſennes are covered; if God hath p. 216. & Polan.Synt. c. 3 x. ſimiliter, 
covered them» be would not perceive them, if be would not 
ceive them, he nrould not confider them ; if be would not conſider 
them, he would not puniſh them, he would not acknowledge them, 
he would racher pardon them , for what 1s i for Gad to ſee fin, 
but to puniſb ſiu? 
Iagſwer, hethatis made juſt by the rightcouſneſſe of 
Jeſus Chritt, in him Gad can. ſee no linne to puniſh, that 
js all that followeth, and here is no compliance with thag 
errour.which'was for a ample gh. 
Where there is pardon of all finnes. by imputation of. - 
ative or paſlive obedience, one, or both; TR tollow- 
eth that ſeeth nofinne in thatman to. puniſh, and1 
hope that hath no compliance; free your fe, you cleare 
our tenet by the fame kbour. | 
Ic is one thing tor {into be,another to be imputed or pu- 
nilbed,and ſo to be righteous,tbat lin may not be,and { 
it may not be imputed juſtification reſpeRteth not the be- 
ing bnply,put oeingin force, biadingto puniſhment : ju- 
titeation reſpeRerh the later only, though there be a de- 
ſtruion of the being of linne, and it is further in fieri, and 
{hall have an utter abolition by vertue of tellow(bip with 
Chrill, yer that falleth not under our queſtion, 
Thereisan «&r4(1ſce) ro the line of. your apprehen- 
ſign, and here is no Riddle. | 
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CH AP. XVI. 

A ninth demonſtr tion is an heape indeed of ſlanders. 
C Uch is the leader, i, T hat it is trme that many that hold the 
k 


ray of imputation are not aſhamed, nor afraid" to confound 
the two Covenants of God, of Workes and Grace. T hat God ne- 
ver made more Covenants then one; that the Goſpel is nothing elſe 
bute gracious aide ov reliefe from God to belpe man out with the 
performance of the Covenant of workes : ſo that that life and 
ſalvation which is ſaid tocome by Chriſt, ſhall in no other ſenſe 
be ſaid#o come by him, but onely as be fulfilled the Law of workg 
for man, and ſuch is that of their inb.riting life and Jalva- 
tion according to the ſtrift and rigid tenonr of the Law , Doe 
this, | 
Theſeare your demonſtrations foundation , the reſt 
are ſuperſtruftures; to anſwer them were to fight with 
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a ſhadow : this I anſwer without demurring, ofeſſe 
I never read man that did hold thoſe tenets as laid downe 
| dy yort. 


|  Wegive toGods grace in Chriſt the whole ſalvation of 
| beleevers, beginning,conſummation, adoption, juſtificati- 
Qu, pardon, ſanRificatton, mortification, graces, exerciſe, 
growth',' perfe&ion, the ſaving of the ſoule and glorious 
refurreftion. -* | 

We give all to free grace,weſay it is founded in another, 
a Surety, Jeſus Chriſt ſatisfying Gods juſtice in our be- 
halfe. We teach the death of Chriſt, nay, the neceſſity of 
his incarnation, his taking our nature, doing and ſuffe- 
ring in the forme of a ſervant, obeying to death ; the ne- 
cellty of bis reſurreRion, aſcenſion , and fitting at Gods 
| right hand. 

Weſay to our juſtification his righteouſneſſe or obedi- 
ence ative and paſſive are neceſſary, they are the materiall 
cauſe, we teach the impntation- of both; ſo the ſtreame, 
they are but few that excludethe aQivez none but yon, 
Mr. Waton, Arminius, &c, deny imputation ſimply ; you 

admit 
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admit of ſervile obedience to the Lawz Yea ot the ative 
part, neceffarily concurring to make the = an atone- 
ment, we to'make the ſatisfa&tion full. We teachthe ſub- 
je& a beleever in [eſis Chriſt: finde theſe in the Covenant 
of workes, and then Iwill yeeld I am out. 

You obj:& to your (elte, the righteoeſmeſſe of Chriſt imp 


ted, and the L iw perſonally wrought by a mans felfe are diffe-" 


ring conditions, and an{wer, the ſubſtance of the agreement 3s 
ftill the ſame, righteouſneſſe of the Law are that ſame by whom- 
foever wrought. 

r. Tanſ{wer, there is more then: obedience to the Law, 
indving, there is dying,ſo that there is no ſameneſſe. 

2. The Lawes condition was, th: man that doth, itis 
not here ſo, it is not the ſame. It is beleeving,taking inthe 
obj:&, anothers, a Sureties righteonſneſſe. | 

3. If Adam had fulfilled the Law, he had not beene ju- 
ſified with the ſame righteouſnelle belcevers are, that you 
ſhonld have proved, 

To whar followeth, we ſay not Gods imputation is 
the condition of the Covenant, but faith taking in the 
obje& Chrilts obedience, and we ſay they juſtite not as 


- workes {imply, ſo they have the place of the matter there- 


of onely, they concurre materially with the ſufferings of 
Chrilt;and juſtifie not, but as imputed, neither jaltifierh, 
not imputed or not applied:burt enough ro this was anſive- 
red ina bare deniall, 
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CHAP- XVII. 
P.158. 3. Arguments more. 


_—_— for which righteonſueſſe # imputed to thoſe that be- 
leeve, that cannot be imputed unto them for righteonſneſſe. 
But the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt 1s that for which righteouſneſſe 
is imputed to thoſe that beleeve : therefore it ſelf: cannot be im- 
puted for righteonſneſſe. . 

The Major is proved, eauſe it is impoſſible that the thing 
merited ſbould be the ſame thing with that which 14 tbe meri- 
torious cauſe, Ff 3 I an-- 


Arg. 3. 
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Arg. 3. 


I anfiver, canfeſſing that which isimputed the merito- 
rious cauſe. 

2. Denying that what is merited is the ſame with the 
rightcouſneſſe of Chriſt, that is, juſtification isnot the 
fame with the righteouſneſſe of Chrilt imputed, they dif- 
fer-as cauſe and effect. 

The major by your proofe of it in plaine termes isthis. 
T he meritorious cauſe of juſtification (for you twice here con- 
found righteouſneſſe and jultification) cannot be imputed 

for righteouſneſſe. But the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt ic tbe merizo= 
riows cauſe of juft ificatim. Therefore. 

I anſwer, conteſſing the minor, Chriſts rightcouſneſſe 
is the meritorious caule of juſtification, 

Denying your major, and {odoeall ours, who teach- 
ing the righteouſeſſe of Chriſt the meritorious caue, yet 
hold itthat which is imputed. DoQor D avenart. 


Revera in juſtificatione talis cauſa forma- =Judeed in juſtification ſuch a for- 
lis ponenda et, quz ſimul & meriroria eſſe mall cauſe us to be put,which alſo may 


offir: uifi enim contineat illam digniratem ops : - 
Fn ſe propter quam homo rite aftikearns re- oder ar _ " a it 
pure:ur,” nunquam <rir cauſa formatis per . b J0:76 51065 Wh meſſe for 
. quam juſtificarus exiſtar in conſpeu Det, mhich man is rightly reputed Jaſtified, 
De juftit hab. c. 224 p. 312- it will never be the formall cauſe by 


which 4 man # juſtified inthe ſight of God. 

Your proofe of the major is, that it 5s impoſrible that the 
meritorious cauſe ſpo'd be the ſame thing 4 þ what is meri- 
ted. Y ou ſhould have proved it impoſhble being the meri- 
rorious cauſe to be imputed for jultification ; here I will 
leave you ſticking, till you expedite your ſelfe, 

If the righteouſueſſs of Chriſt be impmed to a beleever for 
righteouſneſſe in bis jeſt ificationgtheu themeritorious cauſe of bis 
Juſtification 15 imputed wnto bim for righteouſneſſe, But the me-= 
ritorious cauſe of a mans juſtification' caunot be thus imputed 
unto bim, 

This denyecd before you prove, becauſe the 'meritorious 
cauſe being a kinde of -e ficient, as the righteonſneſſe of Chriſt s, 
cannot he either the matter or forme of juſtfication. 

1. It may be the forme, asoutof Doftor Davenant, 
nay it it were not worthy it could not juſtifie , nov every 


__ on M_ aan T_ 
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— net our owno-being unworthy ; but that 

Chriſt being onely worthy, is that by which imputed 
we are juſtified, 

2. It may be the matter, and fo is it commonly ter- 
med by Divines. See Parew on Vrſinus his Catech. Chriſt, Satisfaftio Chri 
faiefaion is the materiall cauſe of wer righteouſneſſe- See Caly, conn 
_— __ _—_— oppoling himſelte, where this ſhall be noſtrz, ad mp" 

yY. Pp. 5 © 

And hearken to Parews in the ſame place, whom you is 
elſewhere pretend your friend, and you ſhall finde him in 
dire& oppoſition. 

We are juſtified by the merit of Merito Chriſti jnflificamur , parrim ur, 
Chriſt, artly as the materiall canſe of cauſa materiali juſtihicationis, quatenus obc+, 
Juſtification in ſo much as we pleaſe Dd CO" ADA —_ —— 
God by the obedience of Chriſt applied rawne; hd ut cauſa hagalitg pooch 
xnto 5, and as clothed with it as with <a & meritoria quarenus propter cam nos ab; 
a _ are actornted righteons, ore. | 
partly #s by an impulſrue cauſe outrvard, ng and meritori 
OECD. tv ny 

kisin both againſt you, and if the matter had nordue 
worth it would n:ver doe the worke. It muſt be a firffici- 
ent price that maketh fatisfaftion paid by a for 
mans ranſome, orelſe it is worth nothing to that effe&: It 
_ not ſuch AR lei. as God would accept. It a 
plied would norcffeR juſtification, and that which i 
cffe& thereof, remiſſion of finnes. ; LEITED 

And for yoar axiome read Pa- CObriftus varic ſc haber ad juſtificationem 
reWs. nay —_ divers conſiderati- nan ray 1. ut —_— quo eſt juttitia 
ons to our juſtification, 1, a the 7a, 3. ut cauſa adjuvans,quia imperrat, 
jel in which our righteouſneſſe 1s, 4 _ jaftien Þ nn j ma 
an adjuvant cauſe, becauſe be obtaj= farisfaftiy Chriſti ett cauſa mmrcighls ftcin 
neth it, 3. 4 the principall efficient, noftre, ib, 
becanſe together with the Father he juſtifieth and piveth fai 
by which we be/eeue == Chriſt fort 55a i tbe faves ay 
of = righteowfhe ſe. 

imlclfe alſo calleth the imputation of Chri 
ouſneſſe the formall cadeviieg thine, So the Pot 
ſenſe, as inhering in us, that ic doth in Chriſt, in which 
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Remiſſio pec-. 


catorum fr per 
juſtitiam im- 
guru peric- 
am, Caſtig de 
muſtif.p.3%g. 


Amecedens fa!- 
ſum & blal phe- 
mum: in Sc:1- 
prucram, ncgat 
caum pulle her1, 
quod Scriptura 
athimnar her, & 
necciſaiio hens 
Caſtig. 1:2 .c.7. 
p.46 3. 


ſenſe hedenieth it the formal! cauſe, Caſtig. de juſtif--p. 
44g, andaddeth that remiſſion of ſinnes # made by perfets 
righteouſneſſe imputed, And as for the finall cauſe, queſtion- 
letſe there is the glory of Chriit as Mediator, which is 
enough to infringe your inviolable Law; and you (hould 
remember you are in an ation, where matter and forme 
properly {ocalled have no place,but by analogie,or by ſup- 
plying the place and ltead. 

And heee take notice that your concluſion, that the 
righteou/neſſe of Chriſt it ſelfe cannot be' imputed unto wt , as 
it is Bellarmines, ſo Parews giveth it this anſwer: the Ante- 
cedent is falſe and bla'phemous againſt the Scripture, for it de- 
nieth that poſrible to be done wich the Scriptare affirmeth ne= 
eeſſarily to be done. 

The 12. is of affinity with the former. 

If the meriteriows cauſe of our juſtification be imputed unto 
w, 07 may be conceived imputable, then the effeti; themſelves of 
this cauſe may be imputed to us alſo, and ſo we may be ſaid 
to have merited our owne juſtification and ſalvation, and where- 
bj the whole word #s juſtified. Thus we are inthe middeſt of 
Rome mſtead of Hieruſalem. 

The conſequence is denied,and largely anſwered by the 
Learned before, and you ſhall finde it Bellarmines againſt 
Proteſtants ; and (o your ſelfe in urging it, truly , the 
middeſt of Rome. To omit it is againit impuration fim- 
ply, even of the death of Chriſt alſo, wherein you arede- 
lerted by Parews and Mr, Gat, left with your friends Armi- 
aim and Socinims. 


CHAP. XVIII. 


Three further reaſons. Argu, 13. 


If the ative obedience of Chriſt be in the letter and formalie 
| of. it imputed unto me to my Juſt ification, then am 1 repu- 
ted Lefore God tobave wrought that righteouſneſſe in Chriſt, | 

But I am not reputed by God to bave wreught this righteouf- 
neſſe in Chriſt : therefore, : Paſſing 
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tes. Da i. 
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\ Paſſing your language) letter formality, arid other 'ex- 
preſſions, I anſwer in the words of our Homil y, He for them 
fulfilled the Law im bu jife, ſs that in him and by bim every true 
Chriſtian m im my be cxlled 2 fulfiller of the Law ; for 4s much 
« that which their infirmity lacked, Chriſts juſtice hath ſuppli- 
ed. Homil.p.15. The performance of the Surety for me 
is accepted as if my felte had done it. 

Againlt chis you argue, then # Chriſt in his ſufferings re- 

puted to have ſinned in me, an aſſertion uncouth and un-Chri- 
110. 

To this I anſwer, my finnes were his by imputation, 
they were laid on him my Surety, and in that ſenſe he was 
a {inner, as well as a Sacrifice for finne, And queſtionlefſe 
a being either in other,union and communion are ſappo- 
ſcd to his bearing my finnes, and my having his righte- 
ouſneſſe, In Gods purpoſe there was that d». bs , and 6 
when as there is an a&tuall commutation of ſinne and 
rightcouſneſſe in Gods purpoſe he bore the perfons of all 
theele&, obeying and ſuifering for them , which is then 
accounted to me when as I am incorporated to him when 
alſo my linnes arereckoned to him , and' I am aftully 
freed from them, 

Againlt this ſuppoſed imputation I argue, if the aire 
be, then the paſtive x imputed alſo; for there can be no ſufficzent 
reaſon given why the one ſhould be taken and the other left. 
But the 4-ath and ſufferings of Chriſt are not in the formality 
and letter of them imputed. " 

1. We hold the imputation of both. 2. This argu- 
ment is denied by your triends, and againſt them , who 
teach the imputation of the one,and not the other. 3. You 
are againit imputation {tmply, and ſo'a Sucinian, asMr. G. 
an{wereth Lucixs, But you will prove it, 

IF the death and ſufferings of Chriſt are impuied tome then 
may T be accounted to have died in Chriſt, but that cans at no hantl 
be in letter and formality, 

[ anfiver, what my Surety doth for me, is at any barre 
my att or ſuffering, his paiment is mine, mine or his own, 
and then heis a ſinner, « he or” me fulfilled the Law in bis 


Arg. 1+ 


"x Fj OM 
> "x< p 
—C 
$7" 
| —— 


VI 


_—._A 


To The Doftrine of Fuſtifcarien cleared, Þ 2 


Arg. I I 
Anjo.. 


life; ſo, be for me. peid the ranſome in bis death , as 'our Ho- 


y: Of which when as I am faid to be juſtified or acquitted, 
I muſt needs be a partaker, it mult be mine that I may te 
acquitted ; neither doth theScripture deny it, when as it 
faith a Chriſtian is dead tonne. Ir isa truth to the poy - 
er, and guilt, or puniſhment, it is our treedome from ei- 
ther. It excludeth not, burſuppoſeth our inſition into 
his death, As many of s as are baptized in Chriſt , are bap. 
tized into his death, and are with bim, a buricd, and raiſed, 
dead , be that is dead, is freed from finne, Rom. 6; thereis a 
fellowſbip with bis ſufferings, Phi. 3, and thence the vertue 
thereof in juſtification, 

You ſay we are ſreely accepted in the beloved, 1 Eph. 6. 
yet it coltbloud; vr iniquities were laid on bim, and fo by bis 
ſtripes we were healed, we eltabliſh our Surery Chriſt. 

| Godsfree forgiveneſſeand puniſhing our ſinnes in our 
Surety is all we urge, as you out of 2 Cor. F. 21, weſuffer 
not but by him. 

Your letter and formality are your polterne, you deceive 
us, indeed much more your Clients, and fo your ſelfe. 
Poſtico falle clientem, it isa Sophiſters tricke. 

To omit that at no hand, and yet according to the let- 
ter and formality, is no hand, and aleft hand. 

Suppoſed imputation with you is as Bell ur. putative righte=. 
ouſne 

4 ut then we are juſtified in part by the ceremonjall law, he 
was circumciſed and kept the _ But,eve. 

Sir, thoſe were parts of Gods worthip,both inſtituted 
by him; and ſo required in the ſecond Commandement 
requiring all worſhip according: ro Gods word, which 
bindeth Jewes and Gentiles, thus both are ſatisfied for,and 
thus in Chriſt there is neither Jew nor Gentile, all are one: 
and your conſequences vaniſh, y 
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5. Further Demon ſt rations, 


T# muſt paſſe for Dewenfraviong call them, what you will, 
and that reaſon and Logicke are friends to your concluſion, 
and not Rbetoricke ; as if Reaſon ahd- Logicke were two 
things, and-you.uled not your Rhetoricke. 

T hens are aur fn Des imputed to Chriſt inthe ſame Mammers in 
bis demi, ec. | 

But our ſennes are not imputed in that manner, 

For then God looketh ox bim and reputeth bim as one that bad 
truly and rg ally provoked. bim., and ſinned againſt bim. But 
God lookes not. on bim ſo,tcs 

For thn he ſhould looke on bim_ as que truly deſerving death, 
But that God doth not. 

Becauſe Chriſt offered himjelfe without ſpot unto God, He 
 bhadus ſputof bis owne, yet was @ ſummer, and deſerved, being 
our Surety, be ws made finm, ou iniquities were bis : the 
Surety is as liable tothe Law as the |, his under- 
raking makerh jc his own debtaand;/him as deſervi _ 
heperlanally ſinned, it is true he could not ſatisfie 
That denied, now atisfying 28 a Surety, weare free. Our 
perſonals were hisby. imputation, inherent- in us, not in 
him ; and when you grant the puniſhment his, the Scrip- 
ture laith the (ines are ſo without, which he could not 
haye beene punithed as elſewhere is ſhewed. 

If the righteouſneſs of Chriſt, Ex. then doth God looks Pr 
on 1 4s worthy of that Juſt fication. But that is an uncleany 
aging: God looketh on us if the a aft 
Chriſt our Swrety, aud fo are we worthy, by hiv3uceiss 


imputed. | ' 11:91 9 
'-1 This isa truth, theugh our tulblling the) Law bo chot 


worthineſſe, for wearedebtars, it is what wwe ought, __ 
hut ſervants when we: bave doneiall. * | on; 51 
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Nebanpndin fee of Clridl inqurcd, 
oppe- 


Arg. 16, 
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Ars. 18. 


4 to free grace, (as you obj:&) Rom. 11, 6, grace and 
its A nd ons Cs obedience are ſubordinate. It 
ho!deth againit perſonall worthineſſe, not that of our 
Mediator. 

And when as the Scripture faith, God juſtifieth the yn- 
godly: Thope he that is jultified is x beleever,one thathach 
anion and communion with Chriſt, Yea and repentance 
to, theſe qualifie to the promile of pardon of finnes, If. x. 
x6. Sand they are not in that momentungodly : that 
was the ſtate before faith and repentance, and fo jaltifica- 
tion, but is not when God juſtifieth, to juſtifie the wicked 
is abomination, God will by no meanes doeit ; you will 
ditinguiſh betweene a beleever and an ungodly man: now 
faith rec:ivingand applying-the righteouſneſle of Chriſt 
imputed juſtifieth not for our worthinefſe, but the worthj-« 
nefſe of our Surety, faiths objeR. 

If men become formally juſt by Gods imputation of Chriſts 
righteoxſneſſe unto them, then doe men become formally ſinfull by 
the like att of God imputing Adams 'ſinne, But men are not 
made, &c. for then the alt of God fbould be a the life and ſoute 
of that ſinne-in men,T berefore, | | . 

I anſwer,Chriſts righteouſneſſe impyred is that which 
is the forme of juſtification, that which is as a forme gi- 
ving him that name and eſſe. And that by Adams finne im- 
puted 1 am conttituted a finner,for imputation it ſelfe,and 
righteouſneſſe imputed wherein your crochet lierh, I ſup- 
poſe- the diſtin&ion bur a vaine lirife of words, Wee all 
conſider the righteouſnefſe of Chrilt as vhe matter, the in1- 
_ of God hisa& applying it , by it applied we are 

o 


The a& of God is not the forme that onely applieth ir, 
by it applied weareult, and ſo finners not by that judici- 
ary 'a&vf God, charging ir on us, but it charged. 

To omit that by formally, we meane not inherently, 
righteonſneſk inhereth in Chriſt and linne in Adam, and 
are ours by imputation ,' by the one imputed we are righ- 
teous, and by the other imputed fanners. This js an ad- 
vantage from-anexprefiure, a meere cavillation,. 

If 
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If righteonſneſſe conſifteth partly in the imputation of Chriſts Arg. 19. 
righteon/neſſe,partly in remiſſion of ſinnes, then maſt there be a - 
double formeall cauſe of 1uſtification, and that made wp by two 
ſoverall natures, really differing one from anotber. 

That which, jultifierh is the righteouineſſe of Chritt 
impured, remiilion of finnes is properly the effet and in- 
ſeparable companion ot it. K 

Sothe Learned, Calvine and Chamicere, and reafon; 
for, juſtification being juſtifaftion, contituting righteous 
by Chrifts , obedience, fully ſatisfying, freedome fol- 
loweth. 

Calvine never uſed your rod, it were to beate himſelfe, 
a$ is demonſtrated (ipare that confident word your ſpeech 
demonſtrations) Calvine, Ch :mieere interpreting him, gi= . 
veth it an effe& of righteouſnelſe imputed by which we 
are juſtified ; belides there is greater oppolition betweene 
righteouſneſſe infuſed, and pardon whence inconliſtence, 
then imputation of righteouſnelſe and remiſſion , which 
who ſo denieth to be Ca/vines, mult have a face that cans 
not bluſh or be unſound in his ſenſes and intelle&nals; if - 
remiſſiyn be an efte&t of righteouſnefſe imputed, and con- 
ſeq ent to juſtification, they mult really ditfer,or cauſe and 
effe& doe not really differ. In genere con- 

And therefore remiſſion of ſinnes cannot be properly formiias cum 
called imputed righteouſnele in their judgements. Dev &Lege di- 

And when as you'lſay remiſſion may be called imputed —— 
righteuſneſſe, partly becauſe it 1s no abſolute legall or tet vightes creatwarum _ 
ouſneſſe, but 42 righteauſneſſe by interpretation and conſtrutt;ion of tionalium, cum 
favor, and partly becau e ſuch rightcouſneſſe as it 14, it is nuts \Egibus ad ape 
withſtanding given in the ſtrength and mediation of the righ- IND 
reow/neſſe of another, which # Chriſt. | orngrnF— ſl 

I anſwer, remiſſion cannot be called properly imputed tio Legis, & 
righteouſneſſe, Your reaſon, becaxſe it 3r n0t abſolute legalf <onforminas ci 
righteouſneſſe,may be better anſwered, becauſe it is no righ- Lege ft ipſa. 


Hoc renendum 


42 


teouſneſſe at all, for righteouſnelle is in the kind conformity quia opor 
with God, and the divine Law, righteacfneſſe_ is the conformity julibeari yer. 
or reaſonable creature with L wes appertainiug to them:t0 cou- —_ __ 
righteanſneſſe i ity with the La ny 4% ph” 
ight iſneſſe is confarmity wi 6 : w, a——_— enV rfin po348 
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Arg. 20, 


G1 


| with the Law ir the ſame: ths muſt be held becauſe we muſt be 


Jaſt ified bythe fulfilling of the Law. 
2. Whenas youlay it # nut text righteouſneſſe, we are 
ſure youcan haveno rext for it, and your conltruftion 1s 


ics corruption, and ir is the favour you beare your owne 
caule, 


3. When as you ſay it given by the miediation and | 


ſtrength of the righteouſneſſe of another Chriſt, ' Te mult be his 
righteouſnefſe imputed or applied,and but an effe& which 
we ſpake of before, and the confirmation thereof. 

If ſuch imputation be neceſſary to juſtification, it is either in 
reſpeCt of the juſtice of God, becauſe he conld not be otherwiſe juſt 
in pronouncing us juſt , or in vefpeft of mercy,or for falving 
and advancing ſome other attribute. | 

But there is no neceſſity in veſpeCT of theſe. 

You anſwer your ſelte,' that- it's meceſſzry in reſpelt of 
Gods juitice. And argue again(t that. | 

I, T berets nothing thereaboxt neceſſary by way 4 ſo ths. 
ion of juſtice, ſince Chriſt 3 one offering ox the Croſſe, 

Yet thereiis aneceffity that there be/ an applicatioh of 
that righteonſneſſe, elſecan there be nb juſtitication, and 
were not that done God ſhould jxſtifie awicked man,which 
is abomination to the Lord; when as the Lord juſtifying 
doth to that endapply the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt, Gods 
judgement ws according to truth, juſtice in God requireth' that 
a man be-juft, chat is, juſtified, God will zot bold 2 guilty per- 
ſon innocent. | 

2, You anſwer, God may as truely pronounce that man 
righteous that wants a literall or legall righteouſneſſe #pon him, 
eſpecially ſuppoſing another righteoufneſſe, holding any analogy or 
proportion therennto, as be may accomnt any mans uncircamcrſion 
cirermeiſion, or call the' gentile eircrmcifion, or John Baptiſt, 


' Elias, &c, # theſe Criſt ſpake trhy. 


Ss may God, # man not legally juſt, having qualification 
which boldeth proportion with ſuch righteoufheſſe in any pounty Ec. 
vr Tarſwer, we want Tegall righteouſnetſe, that is, our 


mY owne perfonall righreouſnefſe, but in Chriſts righteoul- 


nefſe have what God accepteth ns in, our Sareties righte- 
| oulſneſſe 


£ 
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cundeis our owne, iris the righte of God: Such 


may thereupon jultifie when you mention remiſſion of 
ſins ; befides, that it is net righteouſneſſe, conformity to 
Gods Law, we grant it but as an effe&t of righteouſneſſe 


eare 
n is imputed, of which before. 
wne And when as you in the third place anſwer that remiſi- 
on is a true and compleate righteoufaeſſe in the kinde , though 
and BY itbe nota through conformity with the Law, T may anſwer, 
e his nonne te vides pugnantia logui? that which is not a _—_ 
hich conformity to the Law, is not a compleate righteouſnefle, 
it hath-nor its nature, it is ary effe(t of righteouſneſle im- 
er is puted Chriſts, ze are compleate in bim, Gods judgement 15 ace 
Juſt cording to truth, and fo is his pronouncing ſuch a man 
ving jalt, 
t of CHAP. XX. 
of a- Containing the 21. 22, 23, & 24. Reaſons, 
"of Ps = Apolgy for farther demonſtrations, as 
ind you call them, Let us heare the demonſtrations them- 
ich ſelves. 
ing T bat which having beene done in our owne perſons, conld not 
ads have beene mer Juſtification nor any part of the righteonſneſſe 'by 
hat whi:h we could have beexe juſtified , cannot be made 'ony ju- 
r= ſlifieatim, or any (part of it by imputation from another. - 
But the rizhteouſneſſe of the L uw pretended to be imputed 
141 from Chriſt #n juſtification, had it beene wrought by our ſelves 
im, in ogr owne perfons, could not b.ve beeme' onr juſtification or 
/ or atly part of that righteouſneſſe, nor any part of onr righteouſneſs 
"on by whbi:h we were to be juſtified ; therefore the- righteonſneſſe of 
it, Chriſt cannot be made our Juſtification , nor any part of it by- 
z9pntation, | 
he 'Lwill not ſtand on the __ " of the queſtion; 
"1 which is not whether it be ourjaſtification or part of it;' 
ur but whether we be jaſtified by it imputed: the difference is 


as 


| fl 


Pd 


cat younameno other thats fo indeed, ſo'that the Lord: 


Arg. 2a. 


_ amt Db 0 AGO it —_— — — — — ——— 


The Doctrine of Tuſtification cleared, Parts. 


Aro. 22. 


'Lex zrerna, & 


ziemz obliga- 
Honis, 


P. 67. 


as cauſciaud effeR, and in the.minor propoſition being 
ourjuſltification and part of the rightcoulnefſe are con- 
founded, 

I might diſmiſſe this argument with this note. But 1 
will, ſuppoſe all right. I anſwer, 

i. We ſpeake not of the altivewithour the paſſive -0+ 
bedience of Chriſt, we teach the imputation of both, 

2. Pertormance ſuppoſed, iseither of man ſtanding or 
fallen. If ſtanding it could have juitited, had Adam done 
this he had lived. In the fenſe the major is falſe, youcon- 
telle it. | , 

If fallen,the ſuppoſition is impoſſible; Rom, 8.3. and 
there muſt be more then a@ion,paſlion alſo,which are im- 
poſſible tro a mans ſelte. .Perſonall. paſſion could not atiſ- 
he, ſo the danined might, there mult bedoing allo, which 
is impoſlible, 

3. What could not be therefore our righteouſneſſe and 
ja{tife, being done and ſuffered by another and imputed 
doth it, that which is impoſſible ina perſon, is found in 
Chriſt pzrte& obedience. By bis obedzence we are conſtituted 
righteow, Rom.5.19. 

T hat which men are not bound by any Law of God to doe'in 
their owne perſons. for their juſtification, cannot be imputed from 
another to any ſuch end. 

But men are not bound ta obſerve the morall Law to juſtifica= 
tion, therefore the obſeryation of it by another cannot be imputed 
to that end. | | 

1. I anſwer, Doe this, was Gods Law to lite : the moral 
Law muſt be perfeHly performed if it juſlifie, as you, p. 99. 
& 103. 

2" That this is eternally obliging, yoar (elfecall it, an 
eternall Law, and of eternall obligation. And God requireth 
it ſtill, either by our ſelves or Surety ; had it not beene 
due of our part, our Sureties obed jence untill death, po= 
verty,&c. had beene vaine; but it was for us, our deb. 
When as our L. required to life keeping the Commandements, 
he ſhewed it a debt, and that he being inſolent in his per= 
ſon mult louke tora Surety, 


The 


_ ; 


—” —— 


Part 2. The Didrine of Fuſtification cleared, 


—_— The Law of faith is ſufficient as ap inſtrument apply- 
"_ ing what the Mediator did and ſuffered, topur it an; there 
mult be ſomewhat elſe, the objeR of faith , which applied 
- 1 ro us, anſwereth for us that debt, and thus faith cſtabliſh- 
eth the Law. 
ou Faich properly taken is not. Reade V-ſinw againe, and 
he in termes teacheth you,Becauſe faith properly 3s not imp» Quia you fides 
_ } ted ta righteonſneſſe, but the object of faith, or the mern of Luna pos nn 
one |} mw apprehended by faith : ſo he,or Parews, or both , as Ce Chri- 
= 5 444g 4 p. 364; and of anothers rightcouſneſſe, not in- Ri fide appres 
= hering in us butChrilt, henſum impu- 
nd |} They ſay, this alſo is conformity of the Law , for faith **urnobis ad 
well maketb not the Law of none effeft , but eſt«bliſbeth it. This hes you WR 
Liſe wheele runneth merrily, I will fave labour in further oy- conformitasLe- 
Ich ling of it. It is your owne Rhetoricke, and ſerveth my \ plan _ 
curne, _ Legemy non t- 
nd If God requires onely faith of men to their juſtification,then me by . 
ted be imputeth this faith unto them thereunto, but God requires on» Rom, 3.31. 
in ly faith, Arg. 23» 
ted I anſwer, onely faith is faith conſidered in it ſelfe 
; perly, orin relation as —_y inthe obje& CRY te- 
"17 ouſneſſe, applying it; the former (which you hold) is 
om not all, or Gods condition further then it taketh in 
Chriſts righteouſnefſe, which is in deed the condition, as 
(de elſewhere I have ſhewed. So Parews but now, and all the 
red learned Proteſtants except Armin. Socin. Mr. W. and Mr. 
Good. the faith which God requires is an appropriation 
all of the perfe& obedience of Oorif ,by which we are conſtituted 
9. righteous, as the Scripture ſpeaketh, therein alone is the 
vertue or value; faith is but the inſtrument applying, 
an which to that end yet is neceſſary. 
th And this is the will of God, neither(to anſwer what fol. 
ne loweth )can man receive it but on ſuppoſition of Gods im- 
On putation and giving, giving and receiving are relates ; this 
de. wheele runneth as merrily,and will need no more oyling 
tr, for thisa t, 
x T hat which was imputed to Abraham for righteowſneſſe is Arg. 24- 


bis juſtification, is imputed to other beleevers alſo. 
he Hh Buz 
| | 


The Podtrine of Juſhi fication cleared, Pare 36 


nit, 


Zanch, in Phif 3+ 9» 


£27. 


But the faith of Abraham wa, 
And you referre for proofe to.the ſe-ond _ where it ws 
ſealed by the choyeeft learning of ancient a 
alſo be may ſee the aſbes, of the coutrary interpretation, conſu- 
med and burnt up with the fire of the triall, &e. 


EE 4m... * 


moderne, where 


But here yew ghe us Rthetoricke inſtead of Logicke., 


Turne what is fai 
Armin, Oc, p 


The faith 0 


on both tides looſe, and excepting Su. 
ou have not a man with yon, 
Abraham tooke in the promiles, the ſeed, 


Chriſt his righteouſneſſe, in whom is all happineſſt, ic 
did juſtjfie, laying, hold, and applying his.righteouſiieſſe 
imputed, verſ..6, & 11. the effeft of what is applicd is gj- 
ven to the inſtrument, as the whititg of a wall to the 
bruſh or pencill, as making rich tothe hand of a begger , 
by a Tropea Metonymy, or a double Trope Metalepfis, 
relative] y,asall ours, ſce before out. of Sybrandws.; {6 our 
DoCtor Davenant anſwereth Bellarmine, (0 Parens, ſo Chem 


Fides imputxur ad juſticiam non propter Faith is umputed to righteouſneſſe, 
dignitatcm virratis, ſed'quia apprehenditin rat for the dignity of the wine, bus 
promiſhone we 65" ra becauſe. it apprebendeyh USL 51% 

- 27 1. nam neque/agione (nat noma uy T2 8,11 

Rihanna : ſed ca 8 rannang quet pes+ figem Cbriſt inthe þr onnſe of the Goſpel $, 
apprehenditur, quz ef} Chriſtag cam ſua c0- for nei ber are we Juſtified by the. att 
bedientia, juſti cenſeqniyy,& fic illnd ntel1go: of our faith, but by tbat thin 

Credidit Abrahamgye. Gen. 15: 6, quidre-' gphich þ aith is apprehend-d. Y 
0 mms ry agg puny « Chr; # app ded > hi | 
x alii loquunmur, i141 nonſni appre- - As 
ator ſed objeftiapptchenli reſpptu, acccounted Juſt:and thus T underſtand. 


with bys- obedience, wee+ ares 


tbat, Abraham Belecved, Ee, What, 


was reppted? not the att ion, but that .mbich he beleeved 3 Of a 
others ſpeake, faith' it ſelfe, not in reſhed of it ſelfe. atpreben... 
dingy but of the object apprebended. | | Fo 


ummm. m—_—_ 


F the righteoufasſſt of the Law be\not iaputable- or erin 
ble (antbe letter 


> _—_— 


CHAP,. XXL 
The laſt Reaſon, 


and formalityaf it from one many perſon to 
anather) 


Part 2. The Dofirineaf Fuſtification cleared. 


another) 1þtn a—_—_ Pg 'of Chriſt he imputed to 
any mean in juſtification -afier any fich manner. | 
Bat the righteouſnafſe of the Law is not imputable from one 
#14117 perſan to anothers. 'T berefore the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt ie 
not impatable (nee imputed) to. any man an by juſtifia- 
tion: this is mentioned with profes, c, 8. 1be' reafon4s, the man 
that doth ſbulldive and no 0tber. f 
You needed notto name this twice, nor I to anſwe 
it morethen once; yet 1 deny the conſequence, for the 
righteouſneſſe of 'Chrilt is not Legall, bucEvangelicall: 
the Golpelirtveateth it, 

Andthen| deny-that that ri efle which Chriit 
performed for us is not impu or imputed, he was our 
Surety, performed obedicnce to death for ns, if it be not 
imputed it is vaine, Wehaveno benefit by ic. But looking 
backe, 1 ſhall buzddliver the fame; I will turne you over. 

The Law requireth perfonall performances, the Go- 
ſpel admitceth of a Surety, the man that's found inChrift 
having his cighteauſnefſe, hivech , Bythe abedrence of one, 
muny ſhall be made righteow : fappoſeimputed or given by 
God andapplied by us.. | 

You obje& to your ſalfe, If the tranſgreſſion of the Law 
be imputable from one t0 another, then may the righteouſneſſe 
of the Law. But the tranſgreſſion of the Law is imputable from 
one many perfanto anothers, «s Adams fune. 

By way of anſwer. you firit deny the amnajors coniſe- 
quence, and give:reatans. 

1. Inthe tenor of the 1 mr m_— jicall re- 

raint of the guilt or puniſhanent due 20 the tranſgreſſion of it 

Hoh w/o of the rexvard promiſed to the obſerver, as 

Gal. 3. 12, The men that doth this ſhall lave + it 's no - where 
i for bid "Bk 

Didnot to Adam, In the day thou ſbatt tate 

thereaf thou: ſbait die the death ? Gen, 2.17. did never 

To am - ſhone demerit 
2. You anſ a fonnes it 3s 


Hk 2 This 


. 
-# 


« 


: 


The Doffrine of Fuſtiſeatien cleared, Part 1: 


This 1notwithſtandi there may be a ſpecifi- 
call a of reaſon, and the di e but ina degree, 
greater leſle, You =__ obedience ſhould merit, though 
not {6 much, which yet is ſimply deſtegpyed, when as it is 
found due, and we having done all are ungrofitable” ſarvants. 

But it cannot be deyied,but whole ngture was in Adam, 
in his loyne$ wg __ receiving, as he by cove» 
nant, to have beene brought forth in his likeneſſe, pure 
aud holy as himſelfe; had he continued fo , as he, un- 
cleane, did bring forth ſuch as are uncleane; more, leſſe, 
merit or not, is not the queſtion,but imputable : the 
ſameneſſe I confeſſe it when you put the diffe- 
rence more and lefle, p. 192. 

You now come to the imputation of Adams ſinne, to 
his poſterity, aſſenring its imputation onely in the merit 
of it, it is a curſe or þ warn or and then propoſe to us 
certaine concluſions about the ſame. 

The firſt is, The Scripture no where affirms either the ime 
putation of Adams ſinne, or of the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt 
20 thoſe that beleeve , where cver it 1s ue it is onely applied to 
ſomething of the ſame perſons 10 whom the imputation is made, 

never to or of any thing of another. 

Belides what hath beene ſpoken, to which I referre the 
Reader. | 

x. This concluſion is againſt imputation fimply of 
what isanothers, and is for Armin, Socin. &c. againſt all 
Proteſtants, even ſuch as hold the imputation of Chriſts 
paſſive obedience, which is anothers, 

2. Itis againſt the word which ſpeakerh of imputa- 
tion of righteouſneſſe, Rome. 4. verſ. 6. & 11. which I have 
ſhewed to be Chriſts, and is confuted by the Proteſtant 

ſtreame, who interpreting faiths imputation, take faith 
tropically and include the righteoutneſſe of Chriſt given 
or imputed by God. Parew his ſpeech is, quem ſenſum 
( metonymicum)ſi oppuguat adverſariusxerte nonLutherum ime- 
prguat ſed Spiritum ſanum blaſphemat,&x. and what $ybr. 
tcacheth of the ſame we have heard before. 


The priviledges, remiſſion, &c. ſuppoſe Chriſt righte- 


Part 2. | The Doitrine of Fuſtification cleared, 


- 
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— 
o 


ouſnefle not only performed, but given'and received, as 
the effe& the cauſe 

So doth our death for Adams (inne, and that ſinne is 
ours, the Scripture ſheweth we ſinned in him, and that ſinne 


went over all by one mans diſobedience ; we not onely die , but 


ſenne, death paſſed over all, being all have ſinned, om.5.1 2. 


and by one mans offence many are made ſinners, verl. 19. 
As Adams polterity are implied to be in his loynes to 
uniſhment, ſo to finne whence puniſhment,and this your 
{elfe often confeſſe, which by impuration becometh ours, 
when as we are conceived, . 

To inpnte finne, is onely to charge guilt of ſinne on a man, 
with a purpoſe to puniſb bim for it, ar Rom-5. 13, not ſinne it 
elfe. 

4 I anſwer,the Scripture chargeth us with both Adam: (in 
and the demerit or guilt thereot,& I would know whether 


finne and guilt demerit are ſeparable? if not, how there 


can be guilt charged, and demierit, and nor finne,' as the 


ſinne is,the demerit is, inſeparably, though not the char- 


ing of ir, 
" ath many parts, the firſt is, T hat imputation of the righ- 
teoreſneſſe of Chriſt to beleevers, or the ſinne of Adam to his 
poſterity, are expreſſions at leaſt unknowne to tbe holy Ghoſt in 
Scriptmre. 
1. The anſwer is, this was once before named and an- 


#' 


K 


| The Dottrineof "Tuſtrfication cleared. Part2 


dams ſinne to condenenat ion be that the demierit or gueilt of A- 
dams ſinne #« charged on the wbole poſterity, 'a- maine part "of. 
,wbich puniſhment of Adams {inne redownded and renne over 
a it were from but perſon to his whole poſterity, a maine pant 
of which puniſhment 1s that vriginall defilement wherein they 
ave all .corceived and borne, and therely are made truly and 
ormally ſinners before God. Let it e, But of the meani 
/ ry ee att wherem Adam 2 bd the oxy. 
formality of "it ; and #1 it was Adams owne perſonall finne 5 
ſo imputed that bus aſterity 4s made formally finmers before 
any of the part of the puniſhment come upon them, this impu- 
tation you are tre the Soripturewill not juſt ifie, 

I anſwer, granting the former part, tor guilt and pu- 
niſhment, that by which we are formally ſinners, that is 
inherently. But addethatis notall, the at of Aran as 
well asthe demerit, nay therefore becauſe the demerit is 
imputed, and by it as Lara formally a tfinner by -polluth- 
on of nature, which -is'an effet, foam T truly a finner, 
thencedenominated, not formally as it inhering, and-yer 
charged on me, with, and as the internall guitt and de- 
merit. So. that 1 am as truly ia inner by -impunation of 
that.a@, as the effe& thereof, {fo the texts of which be- 
fore, | 

t. You plead firſt the weight of the demerit, or ſinfulneſſe uf 
it demonſtrateth the equity of Gods ff oniings mn binding 
.ozer Adams poſterizy,9#5 his perſon to ve ſame puniſhment. 

2. The narraxneſſe | «nd ſcanmeſſe of Adams perſon 'is 
beave alluhat wrath himſelfee 

3. The peculiar and neere relation of the poſterity of hs 
perſon, they were in by perſon, and ſomewhat of him, when ube 
ſin was committed, Adamrs all-w., we all \were that ane 
Adam. The whole generation of mankinde is but Atham, or 
but Adams! perſon interpreted. 

All theſe aj, gromads of -Geds equity and 'juft dealing in 
rp" Adam and. bi 'poſterizy,you largely lay dorwne, and 
then by Scripture. Wn; 

And who gppoteth you ?-whbat isthis.tothe-not-im- 
putation-of his finne?-the cexts arecleare weareilinners, 
. | and 


4 


Part2. The Dodtrineof Fuſtification cleared, 


and reaſon that the internal demerit-and finne are inlepa-» 
rable, youcall it demerit or linfulnefſe. 


wg Imputation therefore (lay you) if there be any, i of every 
pane mans owne ſinne in Adam, we being in his loyues 4s Levi in 
they Abraham, net Adams,&c. 

ned If it be our owne, then not the puniſhment onely but 
; the offence is ours, we are finners thence as well as from 
gs. inward pollution:andas it is equall as ſoone as: we exit 


that the puniſhment ſhould be laid on us, and the demerir, 


"fine ſo the linne it ſelfe, as that tor which, which we all con- 
"oY ceive to be by Gods imputation or charging it on us, 
God righteouſly puniſheth and righteouſly reputeth me 


: a ſinner. And yet it is Adams (inne, the finne of one in 
m Scripture; he onely exiſting,made ours by Gods jaſt judge=- 
ment in conception and birth, and that by imputation, 


= which we conceive Gods way of communication which 

wy you granted but now , for which there is ſuch equity as 

—_ you ſpeake of, for more to this head I reterre you to what 
2 


is before largely ſpoken unto twice to-this head, of Or- 
a thodox againſt Pelagians and Papilts, and on occafion gi- 
ven in what followeth, 


= I have done examining the firſt Treatiſe,and now come - 
to conlider what commiſſion and power you have to dil- 

of arme and take away the weapons of us whom youcall; 

% your enemies,your ſecond part: and firſt to examine your 

| 5 concluſions. 
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ConeLusSIONS, 


| Bcing Chapter 1.& 2.0f his ſecond part. 


ERS Hich you lay Give light tothe Queſtion, and 
\: WW F | ſerve G pax word [I an 0 give an. 
. RULES [were non, io Objettions made againft your 

-F - - TURLUG | 

ADR Concl.1. He for whoſe fnnes 4 plenary 
—— RR {ton hath bin made ( enther by bimſelfe 
#r another for him) and hath been accepted by him, againſt 
whons Ce, is 4s juſt and righteous as he that never ſiuncd, 
"but bad done all things meet for him, : 

I. I anſwere, a plenary fatisfaftion reſpecteth the 
whole debt : that made and accepted he tor whom it's 
paid,isws juſt as you ipeak. : 

2, Acceptation is neceſlary to a plenary ſatisfaction 
for finne,to that pertect righteoulncfle;this acceptation 
3inand for Chrilts perfect (ati taftion ; we are accep- 
ted, inthe beleved, 1 Eph. «mm God - well pleaſed; when as 
we a7e found tn his rightewuſneſſe, as Tacob in Eſau's apparell: 
5n (brit, nor having our ow» r11htconſnes, but that which is by 
farb,apprehending and puting on,that man is free from 
finne; and likewite S £ wnblarc4 ls and anreprovable i” 
God: fight ; white as ſnow, and whiter ({emthe ſnow compleat, 
perfeit perfetted for ever;every way.to this end;and thence 
remisfon of finnes.as befote.. :  -. 

Thu # evident, becauſe ther's 44. much righteouſneſſe in 
Zepayring wrongs, 4s in abſtaimng they wrongs, 
Is LY.* I 


l 


hes... DAN. Ac i... tro 
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The DoBrme of Juſtification cleared. Pare 2; | 


I an(wer.it's true,and grounded on my former anſwer 
fy ppoſing a man in the righteguſneſlc of Chriſt, | 

Elſe it's ſhort : For though there be as much righte- 
ouſneflc in repairing wrongs , as-1n abſtaming trom 
them. Neither are {uthcient-to makea man compleatly 
juſt; there muſt be alſe a de1ng right, adaing ggod. _ 

He that treſpaſſeth by vattel, and fully ſarwfyuh for that 
ſpoyle is done to bus contemienewr, 45 as good 4 neighbonr, and 
deales as juſtly and honeſtly with bim as ht that never treſ« 

oed. 
; True, and yet is not ſo good as he ſhould be by th+ 
Commandment, it forb1ddrth evill, and 1equireth loye 
and good , and from this poſitive part 1s he denomi- 
nated. 

No treſpafſer can by himlelte ſatishe God, he muff 
doe it by another, putting him not only in a ſtate of 
abſtinence from evill , but alſo of righteouſnefle, both 
which aredone by the 1mputation of Chriſts aQive and 

e obedience. Whence pardon. 

' The eſſence of luſtice, as inthe definition of [nſtice ts (yum 
cuique tribuere, to grve every one that which « due to him: 
ther's no more due to one injured, then that which is his own ; 
that is fully valuablets the injury we bave done wnte bim, 

The former part I grant , ſo that there be all that's 


* due.but deny it enough, not todoe evill; good nauſt alſo 


be done; ſo that Commandement. And Repentance 
requireth.as abſtinence from cvill.doing good;as not to 
bring forth evill ſo to bring torth good truit , #ove vite 
eft oprrma pemeentia,and that by which a man abftaineth 
from evill, 1s yoneve goodnefle. 

This Concluſton maketh nothing tor your Faiths 
1mputationzin a proper (ence. It maketh for imputation 
of ative and pasfive obedience , in which ther's full 
compenſatian;giving God what's due. 

Concl. 2.. 7 her'; =o middle condition between a perfelt - 
freedome from finne, and compleat rightronſneſſe. He that us 
diſcharged from fiune, ts compleatly right cons, 

Ianſwer, and grant that he that is diſcharged wy 
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finne, is ſo on imputation of righteouſnefle, that» the 
cauſe is ſuppoſed, 2nd he is compleatly righteous, and 
lo ther's no mweainm. h 

MF. Brasſhaw's patlage is on ſuppoſition of things, 
thus done and ſuffered joynily; in wth the righreouſueſſe of 
Chreft confifteth; by which a man is juſtified, p.75. p22. & 1o 

.23- and ſa1d to be imputed, p.24. and thence yournamed 

uiference-which 1s for our purpote againſt yourfelte. 

Your reaſon, BSecanſe nothing can ary way diminiſh pev- 
fettion of rig hteouſneſſe, but ſinne, as degrees of dark»eſſe, yer- 
feition of light; as the are free from darkn:ſſe mmſt needs be 
perfettly light : So hethat us perfeitly freed from all finne, muſt 
needs be perfeftly righteoms, 

Ianſwer, though nothing diminiſheth perfe&tion of 
righteouſhefle bur finne, as degrees of darknefle doe the 
perte&ion of light; and although trom the pertect tree. 
domefrom darknefle, perfcit light muſt needs be pur ; 
and he that is perfectly tree from finne, muſt-needs be 
perfectly righteous. 

Yet both are on ſuppoſitions, of perfe& light, and 
perfect rightcouſnefle; which ſuppolitions are nece(- 
lary. 

It's the approaching light that brginneth the diſpel. 
ling of darknefle, and pertect light leaveth nodarknefle 
at all. -In ſanQtification fleſh and {pirit are contraries, 
then when as there 1s infuſion of grace.and thereby cor- 
ruption is mortified and dulpelled ; ther's fight and 
nh on graces part. One contrary by overcommg doth * 


Soit's imputation of Chriſts perfect righteouſneſle, 
which cauſech compleat pardon : and though the man 
that's freed from all finnes is perfe&ly righ*eous, That 
perfection of, righteouſnefle is not from Mon : but 
pardon . yea juſtihcation from impntation of Chriſts 
perfect obedience, ative and pasfive. By this applyed a 

K k 2 Chriſtian 


 » 


corrupt the other ; and it's the higheſt degree of one contrary, dung = 
which leaveth rothing of the ath er, So thar though it be 9 gradus unius 
contrariu nj- 


darknefle thathindereth perfect light , it's perfect light hit :etingus 
that diſpclleth al digrees'of darknette. | F ro, 
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Chriſtian is conſtituted r1ghteous, and fully freed, as an 
effec therof.. | airs th 

And her's poote relief for you : for remisfion of finnes 
being theform of juſtification; in oppoſition to impu- 
ted rightevuſneſle , tor which 'we have the text , #y the 
obedience of one many are made_rightcom. None for your 
Faiths proper ſence: | | 

Concl 3. 4dam while he floed was-compleatly juſt , as 
juſt ar if [þ had continued, to this day; ai Chriſt from the 
wembe :_ therfore by remiſſion to gram « man in ftatu quo, 
A dams, before his fall, which is granted, isto grant rhepoint 
in controver ſig, | | 

Adam was not fo juſt as he had been,continuing ; nor 
ſo juſt as the Commandement required , ſeeing it re- 
quired allo continuing-on which he was to receivelife. 

uſtice to life required, demy this, Gods. whole Law, 
Wherot abfainingfom the forbidden fruit,was a pledge 
and experiment;on this life was promuſed, the contrary 
threatned with death, to which eAdm yielded, and in 
that way looked for life, this as a tryall was the ſumme 
of all, He was alſo to conrinue therin to that end, as the 
Law openeth it, ſceing he is accnurſed chat abideth not in all. 

Though Adam had perfection of rightcouſneſle, 
ability, he was not a doer, neither did he continue, and 
{9 had not right tolite. 

Though he lived by that righteouſnefle, in which he 
was created, yet.not that lite which was promiſed; that 
was everlaſting life:death threatned was {p,and therfore 
life; what good : bing ſhall I doe to inherit cternall life, was 4 
received Do&rine, not contradited by Chriſt , bat 
eſtabliſhed , when as he willed him to keep the Com- 
mandements, which had he done, he had nor finned, or 
dyed at all. | 

2. Ideny that 4dem was as righteous as Chrift from 
the womb, þecaule Chriſt was as righteous, and havin 
right to: .;lwing comprehenſive from the 
ment of his conception , by the Spirit and = lore 
union he did poflefic it, as Mr. Gar. p, 28. which was - 
Ps -- -not . 
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not true of Aw : therfore there was. no need of his X 


doings to lite. his owne, but even as our luretie, fatisty- 
10g our debt; as elfe where. 
3. For that grant, that by remisfion of finnes, man is 
in,//«14 quo,ot Adam before his tall, | 
1. lan{wer. He 1s ina ftarre better and more excel» 
pawt 5 SUR EPR 2 frigh 
-2- Ihis1s a truth, fu 1mputation of righnte- 
ouſneſle, by which chat ſb of | wv 
p It's talſe otherwile. Adam was juſt by perfect 
rightcoutneſle, quan perfeta jaftitis rmburns, Mr, Gat. ps 
28. that being-1nherent he was formally ſo.. It's not 
thus with your juſtifyed one, by remision of finnes. 
What 1s that righnocutneiet Eaith ? -or that and other 
Graces? no, we are not perfectly righteous that way as 
Adam ; and ſo not i» ſtatu quo Adamw, in the fate in 
which Adamyas. It God ſhonld account ſuch an'one 
{o, it were not according totruth.. It were juſtthcation 
by the Law,which Papitts teach. So they,and that thete 
are perte&t; but you know it's otherwile. . | 
pals now unputation of the righteouſnefſe of 
Chriſt ;then that effec pardon will follow,and a perſon 
is perfectly juſt ; here's righteouſnefle farre more excel- 
lent then «Adew: juſtifying, and caufing pardon ; and 
ſuch a man may be ſaid to be .in fats quo, with advan- 
tage. 


tion or acknowledgement of the obſervation of the whole Law, 
even as the impmration of the Law fullfiled, neceſſarily includes 
non imputation of ſinng,or forgiveneſſe. 

2. He that ts latked mon as never offending, muſt needs be 
larked wpon a5 0ne- that hath kept the whole Law, which © to. 
have a perfett righteouſueſſe, or which is the ſame, a perfett. 
fulfilling of the = imputedto him 2 So that beſides pardony 
ther*s no needer place for imputation of C brifts righteouſneſfe. 

1, Ianfwer, the firſt part; is true, as we haveexplained 
before, remisfion, ſuppoſing the cauſe mpooyen of 


cquinefle; umputation of ri le. being at-" 
right poentien of ght Soi 
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tended wah non 1mputation of linne, 

2. So we have man as never inning. 

3. And 1o the nec:5ltty of umputation 15 apparent : 
and thatat hatha n-cztlary place : clic where's that ob. 
{ervation of the Law included ? how elle can Gods holy 
eycs look on a man as pertecily righteous? the belee- 
ver isnot ſo by faich or any otner grec*. unleflethat be 
accepted for perfect righteouin: fle, which yet 1s imper- 
fect, which yet us ho righteouſnetle indeed; as your telfe 
lie where. {ntergreracrve mult be your own ipcech, 
very improper; farre from exaGtnetle as atcer. 

When as you will «# :# compare Kow, 4 6,7. & 11. 

We aniwere, we have done it. and find 1mputation of 
the righteoutnes of Chiiit(as interpreters before)and 10 
pardon or non unputation ; # tte obedrence of one we are 
con/ i'med righteous, Theſe we find not your mnterpreta- 
tion. To imperighteouſnefle, and not impute finne, 
are indecd dittcrent 1n name and nature, as cauſe and 
eftet; when either is named, the othet is unfolded; and 
by them both,is our bleſled eftate tet forth. 

Your fimile of a Phy tian by ene att recovring from ſiughwes, 
reſlorimg hi: pattent ro health , holdeth with Gods 1mpu- 
tation of Chriftsrighteouſneſfle to juſtification : hereby 
we aredelivered and recovered, ve are fo really. It s for 
us-. Ther's :queſtion of recovery ſtill where Chrifts 
rizhtcouſnefle is denyed a place. and yet man aflerted 
pertealy righteous, and an obſerver of the Laws. 

For that other fimilitude. That att by which the ſunne 
diſprilr darkneſſe, may be eahed the alt by which he fills the 
avewith light. | 

Tanfwere. Thoſe a&s arenot the ſame. but differ as 
cauſe andeff<&t-: rhe filling of our arre with light 1s the 
canle. diſvelling darknefle the effec; the latter ever ſup- 
Ppoleth:the former and fo doth pardon, non jmputation 
of finne;theimputation of the righteoutnefle ative ant 
pasfive ot Chriftto juſtification, whence abſolution or 

rdon. You fay, 


Forgruenefſe of ſonnes, and imputration of Pighteenſneſſe being 
aut 


Part 2. The Dodirme of Faſtification cleared. 


— 


but two different names, expreſſions, or confederations of one and 
the ſame thing, and ſo on: and the [ame att of G1d,16 (ometimes 
caled forgiveneſſe of frucs, and ſome timer an impating of 
righteouſneſſe; aud the forgiveneſſe of [runes ws ſemrimes ealled 
an imyuting of righteonſneſſe , to ſhe and gnifie that a man 
needs nothing to a compleat rightronſnefſe or jnſt:ficacion: but 
the forgiveneſſe of hs finne : and ag eine the imputing of r1ghte< 
exſneſſe i ſamtimes called forgiveneſſe; to ſhewthat God hath 
»o other rightconſnes to conſerre upon « ſinner + but that which 
flandeth in pardon, thoſe two termes doc but aide and aſſiſt 
each ather, 

r. Note here, that if imputation of righteouſnes. and 
forgivenelle, be one and che ſame; then imputation 
ot r1ghtcoutneſle. cannot be denyed, when as _— 1s 
mentioned : and why are you {to vehemenr ellewhere 
againſt imputation ot righteouſnefle ? of Chrifts ? no 
other is imputed : 2t's ſhewed before. 

2. Juſtification and righteouſnefle are not to be con» - 
founded, it's an ordinary practiſe of yours , the one is 
the caule,the other the effec. 

3. Neither are imputation of rightcouſneſle , and 
don the ſame, but differ alſo, as cauſe and effedt : as - 
cfore. 

þ I deny pardon: righteouſnefle , that which for- 

y juitityeth.and have proved the ſame.I name ano- 
ther r1ghtcouſnefle, {brifts, for by it are we conftirnred 
righteexs,y, Ro. 19. that's righteoutneſle indeed. You 
objelt to your (elte : 

How cav God impute 4 righteonſneſſe that never wat or had 
being, uar righteonſnes, or net of the kind of that we ſpeake of, 
there bring uo ther perfeft righreouſueſſe, but that of (rift ? 
and Anſwere, 1. Ther's 45 expreſſe and compleat arighteouſ- 
neſſe tothe Law, ar ever Chriſt performed: 2. arighteonſnes 
more proper and appropriable toalſorts of men,then ( briſts per- 
ſonallrighteonſnes, which Chriſt bimſelfe performed , and what 
if it be ſaid, that inremi!iov zhrough (orift, fron and out of 


the Law, Gad imputethto every beleever ſuth 4 right eonſuer, 


Aly proper ro bw, And [ay ifs nuvore agreeable 10 Scroiure avd 
| reaſon, . 
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reaſon, then to hold an rmputarion of ſuch righteouſueſſe, a ji. 
ſleme and frame of ſuch attiont , which were 4 righteenſneſſe 
irdeed ts himthat wrote them the Law regwiring them of him : 
but cannot be to anorher,the Law requiting the ſame atts of noxe” 
beſider; for.none are rightcom for dring what the Law Yequi.. 
reth (imply, but for doiy what itrequireth of bim in reference 
to his perſonall condition,calling yelations. &C, 

I reply, 1.denying forgiveneſle of finnes righteouſhes, 
as betore, it hach no contormicy to the Law-whuch yer 
Chrifts -righteouſneſle- had , and all grant Chrifts 
rightcouinefle to be meere pardon. =» 

2. It's not only his, but Gods act (if righteouſneſe) 
neither performed by-us.nor Chriſt our turety for us. 

3- It's an. effect of righteoutnefle imputed(as before) 
or aconſequent a&t on 4t ithputed. A 

: 4. The Law-n:ither requireth it,norrevealeth'it.nor 
accepteth it, and therforcit's not exprefle tothe Law, 
no proper righteouſnefle ;- it's a righteouſnefle ;.and 
nota.contraciction. | 

5. As for Chriſts righteouſnefſe, he obeyednot for 
himfſelfe, but us, as a'turetyfor the debter; and: ſo the 
Law requireth them of: hun, being once-a ſurety ; his 
doings and ſufferings our debt. 

He fullfilling all righteouſneſle, reſpected and yeel- 
deth to every member his juſt proportion : of which 
betore you havea tull anfwer. 

when you anſwer further, That ro ſay God canner 
impure 4 Yightcowſneſſe which never had a being , which was 
never really performed by any man, is to deny that God hath 
power to forgive ſinnes, becauſe it's an inyputation of righteouſ« 
weſſe, ſuch as the Seriptare teacheth, is without workes, 4. Ro. 

6.5 Rom. 2 28. i. 41ighteonſneſſe not-conſiſting of any. works 
performed tothe Law by any man; and'what's this but ſuch 4 
righ eouſneſſe as never had a being ? 

1. Tanſwer. A riphteoulnel there" is never petfor- 
medby any man , (as the effentiall:righteouſneflc of 
God:& that of Angels ) truth falls not under :0ur con- 
fderation, and it's a righteouſnefle indeed; *- . 
\ \ 2, 
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2. A righteouſheſle that never had a being, implyeth 
acontradiction;a quality,or actions not being : and God 
cntey account that properly to be ſo that never had a 

ing. 

3+ You muſt prove that the deniall of imputation 
of-1\uch 4 righteouſneſle, as isnone.is.a denyall of Gods 
power to torgive ſinnes. Tot | 

4 L deny torgivenefle of finnes to be imputation of 
righteoulnetle.1t s but the effect therof. 

5- Righteoutnellewichout works ſimply, is a contra- 
diction, denyeth the definition theroft- Juttzhcation 
without our pertonall works we contefle , not workes 
imply, of the Mediator ſuppoſe;and that's the Apoſtles 
meaning, as our Church and the learned; and you hold 
them an eflentiall requiſite. 

Concl. 5. Hethar « fuly acquitted and diſcharged from 
ſnnes, needeth no other righteouſneſſe to give bum a right or 
titleto life:2, Thereaſontherof us, death u the wages of [inne, 
and fiane only. Now he that 1s free from death, hath & right to 
life, becauſether's no middle. | 

1. I anſvere: a full diichargs ſuppoſeth a full Gati(- 
faction, that's by aftive and pasfive righteouſneſle, ours 
by imputation. whence, forgivenefle, and right to life : 
ſo there 1s no farther need , nor middle, between one 
juſt and pardoned, free from finne : you. put the cauſe 
the righteouinefle of Chrift imputed. 

2. deny that ſuppoſition , I deny pardon , orright 
tO life- 

3. Chriſtsdeath without obedience active in flow- 
ing, 15 inſufficient to conſtitute him a Prieſt for us, or 
his ſacrifice propitiatory, ex concefſis: and therefore to 
full pardon. | 

4- Pardon without righteouſnes, ſuppoſed. qualifieth 
not to lite; life is the {equell, as of that, ſo of ſomewhat 
elſe » whether Chriſts righteouſnes and adoption . or 
Ln (founded in inherent righteouſnes, that birth 
of God, and Chritts perfe&t obedience, which is princi- 
pall) the eternall rule is,dve or and live; forwhich Chriſt 
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was the end of the Law for righteauſnes to believers, dym g 
and doing, as-our ſurety for our. debt: thus 5 the. Law 
eſtabliſhed. | | 

eAdam while innocent haa Tight to life, and injojed it, elſe 
contd he natbe threatned with death, 2, Gen, 17. thengh he 
hadent dene the Lawrie bave right tobife, If hevad nor right 
by freedome ſrom [inne, what quantity; of ebedience ,, and how 
long muſt he have obegedto haveright to life? 

it's true, Adam innocent had a naturall life, and what 
was connaturallalio, confilting in Gods unage , by 
which he was conformed to the Laws, and fo was free 
fromfinne anddeath; and ſo had promuſc-of continu- 
ance of thoſelives, and alſo of a glorious lite :. So hath 
the man to whom GO D. giveth the righteoutnes of 
Chrift,and ſo pardon : what's this to him that is ſuppos» 
{ed without righteouſnes ſimply ? ther's nolikencs. 

To your Qycttion though | cannot, nor doe anſwer, 
it helpeth not yourconclution. 

Yet I ſhould thinke he muſt haye all righteouſnes, 
and what's tor ever : this I have, 6cing compleat in (rift, 
4 have everlaſting righteenſneſſe, and am 1» ſtars go, rather 
a better, which no man 1s or can be by. pardon (ſup 
fing it poshbleto be, which yet cannot be, ſecing they 
are conraria immediata, and caule and effect, 

You ſay, The. Scriptures of the new Teſtament , ſceme 

to place, the immediate right, believers have of heaves 
and glory, rather in adepiuon purchaſed, then in any righte- 
ouſneſſe, 

7. Thelifethen which was promiſed was glory which 
Adam had not.anjoyed not,as not doing this,or tell from 
that, was, andis the promiled lite, in old and new, Te- 
{tament. 

2. If it berather founded in adoption, then that dil. 
charge-why doe you giveright by that diſcharge? you 
thware yourſelte;or elſe mutt give it toboth, 

r. When you ſay. #t « net by any righteouſnefſe, you (a 
it's not by remisfion of finnes,or deny that to be(whi 
yet is before aflerted) rightcoulnefle, abs 
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2. And why doe the Scriptures old and new require, 
dve this to life + The ipiru us bife-aith St. Paul, beeanſe af 
righteouſneſſe, 8 R0.10. lee Pountiwm and (hamicr of ith« 
puted righteoulnes. | | 

And what need you to argue our being in fars quo, 
froma full diſcharge, and to a pertect righteoutneſle, if 
it furthers not to lite ? 

If we be 4» far gro, and have perfe&t righteoulnſle, 
wearequalihed to that lite thence : ſo where Chritts 
righteouſneſle is eps," s 1mputed;or elle to what 
end is it?and if 1t be not {o{that 1swe arenot mftars quo) 
as it 15 certaine,where this is denyed, your arguments 
thence muſt be confefled ſophiſticall. 

But you may evade by your manner of propoſall, it 
ſeems, it may ſeem in your borrowed light, and not be, 
gnedam,videntur gut non (wrt . 

To which you adde, the reaſon may be happily, thus life, 
&cwhich comes by Chriſt through Faith , are of an higher na- 
ture thenthat promiſed Adam, as wages for worke, or 6bedience 
tothe Law, requiring a fuller and richer title, to intereſt the 
creature thenthat. Worke performed intitalth ſufficiently to 
hire and wages : but the gift of an inheritance requireth grace 
and ſþeciall favour as adoption, to make a man regularly and 
according to the courſe of humane tranſattion capable — 

1. Ianſwer.Life by Chriſt is cternall. 2. Eternall life 
was promiſed to thoſe that «ve this : as that queſtion 
what [hall I doe to inherit eternal life > and the an{wer of 
Chritt ſheweth in the Goſpel. 3. This was of an higher 
nature then that lite which Adam had and injoyed, but 
not then was promiſed. Had Adam done it was not 
wages orhire, becauſe it was what he +»wght, and was 
juſtly puniſhed for not performance; whew we have done 
allwe are unprofitable ſervants, and dot but what we ought, [ts 
atavour anda mercy to make a promule of cternalllite 
to a creature. 

4. We have by Chriſt a richer title,Chrift his merits, 
his aQtive and pasfive obedience, dong ſufferings im- 
puted ; Cn een7 FEA , by bi obedience we 
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aye conſtituted righteous, thele performed by our ſurety 
accounted to us intitle us to lite the fpurit us life becanſe. 
of righteouſneſſe, - _ : 

Were 1t. by adoption it may be by righteauſneſle, 
we are htires of che r1ghteonſneſſe of faith, it lite tollowethr 
our new birth, in ck adoption 15 tounded, which is. 
unperte&t , how much more the perted righteoulneſle 
of ' Chriſt, ' by which we are-compleatl y-like unto the 
Lord ?. ſo that ther's no fipht or oppolitzon, but ſweet, 
agreement. When as the A poſtle {aith,rhar pretiem faith 
z obtainedthrough the righteeuſneſſe of God, and our Saviour 
Jeſma ( brift;; ot Jeſus Chriſt-who 1s our God and Savi- 
our, adoption or Sonne-ſhip theefte& of Faith, muſt 
needs be an ce of r1 ghteouſneſle; the can{e of the caw(c, 
is the cauſe of the effett, and by the ſamereaſon adoption 
15 not an higher title then the rightcouſnefle of Chriſt, 
xt's founded in it. Our life was the hire and wages of 
Chrift,our ſureties obedience. Ther's as well grace and 
tavour inthe obedience of Chriſt, and juſtihcation, as 
in adoption and life:all are of tree grace,jultice and grace 
are both.in Juſtification 3.Kom.24.8&c. 

Concl. 6.. That ſatisfaftion which (hriſt made to the 
juſtice of God, and therby procured rem!ſſion of ſinnes (or perfet? 
righteouſnefſe ; and reconciliation with God for thoſe that 
beleeve,confiſts only in thatobedience of his, which he performed 
tothat peculiar and ſpeciall Law of mediation, which God ime 
Poſed pon him, hich we commonly, though perhaps not ſo pro- 
perly call bes paſſive obedience , and not at all inthat ſubjeltion 
which he exhibited to that common law of nature, which we cal 
CHor all, | 

1. Remisſion of finnes, and perfeR righteouſneſle are 
not the ſame..they differ in the cauſe and effeR, as Mr. 
Gar.and we before have ſhewed. 

Reconciliation, though it- infoldeth remisfion of 
finnes, isof & larger extent then remisfion. . It containes 
Daughter of enmity ſimplic, between us and God, and 
eovrine ny, that which is perfect in revard of Chrif' 
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I confefle Chriſts {atisfation doth confift only in 
that obedience of bis which he pertormed to the Law 
of mediation.. unpoled on hun by God , and that was 
, our wholedebt , which was not only deach. but obedi- 
ence tothe Morall Law. We owe unto God pertect- 
| obedience,our ſurety muſt tatisfie that;death excluding 
q obedience was not/ats, 1t's an ingredient ablolutely ne- 
p | ceflary to cauledeath to be propitiatory or ſatisfactory, 
You call obedience to the Morall Law, the common 
| ; law of nature : Nature oweth it then, 1t mult be paxd by 
| | our {urety,or it $not ſat. 
The whole hunuliation of Chriſt, beginning at his 
| conception continued to death, conſummated in death, 
was what was due, what was impoted , what was per- 
formed; our. nature, holynefle and righteoutnefle of 
nature and lite ; his whole (ubjetion to the Law. were 
all due by that.law ot Mediation ; and that was.as large 
as our debt tothe Morall.Law,thetullfhlling of it: deny 
this, ther's no tullhlling the Law of a Mediator, no ſa-- 
tisfattion. As for Chriſts obedience to the Law for his 
ownelite, it's vaine, ſecinghe was pertc&ly living from. 
the firſt moment of hs conception. 

Your rea ſon, becauſe nothing can be ſatisfatory for ſine to 
divine juſtice, but what's penall; without blaod-ſhedding ther's 
no remiſſion no ſatisfattion. / ' 

1. 1 grant without blood ſhedding ther's noremiC- 
ſion nor fatisfaction : 

2. Andnothing can be ſatisfatory but what's penall,: 
ſo was Chrifts whole exinanition and obedience pe. 
nall.laid on him, and \ubmitted unto as our ſurety, he 


us. 

3. ſatisfaction for finne is but a part, juſtice requireth 
the whole debt, and that muſt be and is where there is 
compleat ſatistation; your ſelfe hold that aftive obedi- 
ence an efſentiall requiſite to make ſufferings effectuall, 

T he obedience or ſubjeftionof Chriſt ts the Mordll Law. was \ 
no rrayes penall to him, x.it could not be in reſþe(t of bis God- 
head, it not being paſſive, 2. not to _ bamane nature, becauſe + 
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it was required of bum in innocemcy , eompoſed on Adam before 
hu fall,end ever tyeth on man and Ang elrand leſus Chriſt now 
glori;yed ; tave the fullfiliing of the Law never falleth away, 
T o make obedience to the Morell Law yenall, is to affrme man 
was pumſbed by order from God, before hu fall, and that the 
glorified Samts,oAngels,andChriſt,are now puniſhed in heaven, 

1. What was umpoſed by God betore the fall and ever 
lyeth on man.never falleth away : the tullfiling of the 
Law is his debt then.. by an cternall Law , and muſt be 
an{wered by a mans 1elfe or Mediator. It being impoſ- 
{ible co man our ſurety muſt make ſatisfaction. 

2, Subjettion of Chriſt to the Morall Law, he being 
our {urety, that our debt;muſt needs be penall to him ; 
to was his being man,and making under the Law,Ga1.4. 
It was neccflary tor our Redemption, who were under 
the Law , and to our receiving the adoption of ſonnes. 
It was his humiliation and emptying of himſelfe; his 
being in torme of a ſervant, his poyerty, the perſon was 
therby abaſed. 

Neither was he bound to be Man for himfelfe, or to 
obey tor himſelte,but us, chechildren by predeſtination 
being partaker: of fleſh and blood , thoſe that were given to him 

from eternity to give life wnts , ſinning, occaſioned his In- 
carnation,&c. neither was 1t needtull for himſclte to 
obey being Man, that he might live when as helived 
trom the firſt moment of conception. | 

So that though it be not penall ſimply , and to all it 
malt be confefled 1o to Jelus Chriſt our ſurety. 

Befides Chriſt our ſurety, /n 1icapaſſivam habuit att io. 
nem, Of 1m morte paſſionens attivam dum ſaluremoperareter in 
wed;o terre. as Gerhard out of Bernard. 1» paſſione ſum. 
mu amr Dei & ardentiſſima, erga genus humanum dile(i10 

patientia. ebedientie, bumilitas. fidmciainvocatio, ſper,f dam. 
natipatiens ſaticfaciaunt Legs fc brift us patiends : that 15 on- 
ly by ſufferings. excluding his obedience to Gods Laws. 
His death was obedince, Sponte enim C briſt xs oppetiie pro 
nobus moriem--quia & volumatipatri etiam obediens efſe, & 


ſalut em mnn di perficere ſmwnomo defiderro woluit cut voluntar? 
| an 


me 


[ 
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a gener ali tant ww, gnaomnu erearura rationalis.tenetur ? ims 
comprimis fiugutari $65 impoſite, ut viram poneret pro 89:64 
ſmere Verw(y, volwntatis obſequium wortepreſtitit, Generalens 
legemy moriendo pro nob1s carttate ſumma implevit, Nulla enim 
Ccharitas major quans dare Vita pro amics ne dam pro mimics 
quod ferent Chriſt ua, ( hari:as vera'e(f implerio Legir,6.fee 
Pareus on Rom. 5,1 9-p. 37 2 niverſs Chriſttvita guilt fart, 
neſs perpetna quedamy paſſin quam morie tandens conſummuuit 
pronobreyb. Sec hirh atter'in dub. 7. Deinde inpaſſione &c. 
ſedet nel £2i13447 totire Legrs Moſaice impletis depreber.. 
ditur , charnate p ecept4 moralia- implevit p. 299. 
anmplins quan nudam ſatiifattionem regeriemmng in” XvTpe filts 
Dei tanta'cur alaorttate perſolnto ib.p 400. 

u goe On. Soripemres aſcribe nor rhis ſatufattion we ſpeak 
o any part or degree of it to the holineſſe, imocencie,or attive 
obedience of Chriji :but ſtill to his paſſive. - 

The Scripture giveth it to Chrifts ſubjeion to the 
Law, Gal. 4. 10 hi5vbedience, Rom. 5. 19+ obedience from 
the moment of his Incarnation unto his death,and theſe 
are contefledly abſolutely neceflary to the conſtitution 
of hun our Prieſt, and his facrihce propitiatory, eflenri- 
all requiſites. . 

, Places which mention his pasfive obedience, exclude 
not,but include his righteoutnefle; by a lynecdoche, as 
Catuinand other reformed writers,ot which before they 
= not be-ſ{eparated alſo betore. 

oncl. 7. 1f Chriſt had fullfiled and kept the Law for us, 
1. in ear ſtead;tillthe u' meſt period of his life, there had been no 
occaſion or neceſſity of dying for ns,there is nolight clearer then 

F, | 

t. Sir you ſay you ſee- 2.' Both death and obedience 
were our debt; and are neceflary to our ſurety. 8 

Coulda believer be ſuppotcd Saiedty; perſonally 
righteous doing this, it were inſ{uthcient.in himſelfe, in 
hus ſurety.thedebtbeing larger.and fo for death: 

Yiou lay. f we: ftavd before Godby veriue of the perfett 
obedrence of Chriſt: life imputed unto #1 45087 righteouſnes,C. 
perfeltly rightrons; we are nomyore obmexious tothe curſe of the 
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Law, and ſo b ave no need of ſatisfatt ion to divine juſtice, nor 
of any remiſſion of ſinnes in his bloog , there needs no more 104 
perfett juſt: fication, thena perfect righteonſueſſe, and aperſett / 
fulfilling ofthe Law. 
I. If thereneed no more, how ſay you t 1s unneceſ- | 
fary ?-and how.can you give us a pertect juſtihcation 2? 
without a pertect righteoutneſle ? | 8 
Our pcrtect righteouſnefle by the righteouſnefle of || 
Chriſt imputed, includerh Chrilts pasfive obedience, | 
they mult not be nor are ſevered by us; death and obe. #® 
dience are ourdebt, our ſurety 4atistyed by both, and Þ? 
was inlufficient. 

This the «Apoſtle cleerly layeth downe, Gal.2 21. {frigh. 
teonſneſſe be by the Law whether performed by our ſelves, or 
another for us,( for ther's the ſame reaſon in juſtification) then 

Chriſt dyedin vaive, 
You mult prove your interpretation, it's expreſly 
againſt as what is 1a1d , for the Articles of rel/and and 
our Doctrine of Juſtification , it's true of legall righte- 
| ouſncfle perſonall, not by our ſureties; righteouſneſle is 
| neceflary to juſtification.as your ſelte ſeemedto tay but 
| now; if not our own, anothers,our ſuretie's, Chritts, in 
which St. Paul wonuld be found, not having bu owne, exclude 
this you put Juſtihcation without juſtice; juſtihcation 
of the unjuſt ther's no middle. 
| To your Objection of P:cator,T oppoſe his opponents 
| Lutherans and Calviniſts.and to Mr. G ataker Lucms and 
| gow, the $ riptures, your ſelves, who make what Chrift 
was bound unto lege mediatoria, neceflary, which was his 
whole humility from , or obedience begunne in his in- 
| carnation. continued-to his death.as Parew.T oppole the 
Doarine of Englandand [reland, and am ready to exa- 
mine any of your reaſons ; and I muſt tell younone of 
theſe are for faith in a proper ſenſe : nor deny, but teach 
the imputation of the righteouſne of Chritt as Par«ws, 
which you doe not with Mr. er. Arminius and So- 
cinas. 
| Concl 8, The union and communion which true __ 
| ave 
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have with Chriſt, dath no wiſe require cr [uppe|e ſuch imputa. 
t10n of biz rig breowfneſſe to rhtms ad 14 MuEe 4; _ 
k. -þ Union and communion wich Chriſt ſimply,doth not 


i ſuppole that imputation : but union and communion 
þ with Chrifts righteoutneffe to juſtification, there muſt 
ff | be in otder'ot nature giving and reciving to union.and 


& | cominunion, and ſo } ultihcayon. + When you adde- 


Bo That wnioz and communion which the Wife hath with the 
d Hr:iband , doth nat require that whatſoever the hniband dorb 

1 ſhould be impmtedio the wife; or that the wife ſhould berepmred 
—— to h#ve whatſoever the husb ina hab, [ht is. nat reputed wiſe, 
or | bethaſe the husband is wiſe nor honeſty which be may baveand 
ew Þþ ſhe be looſe and ſulfe. 

I anſwere 1- Ther's no fimile that runneth on all 
a foure feet,omne fimule eff duſſ1myle, 
id 2. It tolloweth not from diſiwilnsde, in husband and 
= 43 wite:chat it is {0 in our union with Chrift : 
1s The Scripture faith, Chrift :: wede no believers of God, 
ut wrſadwe,righreonſneſſe, ſanitification, and redemprion,and that 
in by un1on ;” aud by hes obedience we ave conftiented righteous: 
de and that the members of Chriſt are conformed to their 
MN 'head:men and women may have fooles to husbands and 

,wives-and diſhoneſt , and be {o denominated thence ; 
ts Chriſt hath no ſuch members, | 
1d _—'2: Ourhusband 1s our Saviour, by way of a ſurety, as 
iſt TS ſlvery hedyed and obeycd for us . by union wee have 
Us communion with his death, and obedience to our juſti- Xeqe vers ab- 
N- fication, | 7 nga kia 
he Ilaque Chriſti eſt ſubje&ive, tanquam aliena juſtificari. cum ita ſitalienaut eriam fic noſtra impu- 
A- Tatione,pre nobis enim proprie preſtita & a Deo tan ; am noſtra ac eþta, quemadmodum hdet juſſoris 
pro debiroge (olutionem, perinde recipit creditor, ac fi debitor ipſe cam feciſſet, & quod elt p oprium 

of cipit's Chriſti jare communicationis reli juo corpopi, 1d eſt Eccleſiz, & ſingulis menbi> uibuner, 


ch Tune 13s 
TA You demand,” herher © hriſs ſoule and body muſt needs be 
On :mpuced roghem , becauſe belicyir g.the) have union with hom, 
wiſdom, power and plory alſo : ſo chat they ave eftcemed of Gad 

as wiſe ,as powerfuli' as gloriow as himſelf. 
And T anſwer, we ſay not whatſoever believers. need 
neither bodics nor ſoules; they are, though in ſtate of 
: M m -, *a,, con- 
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condemnation; we ſpeak of righteouſteſle to jultifica- 
on. We rcad of iwpstation of righreenſarſe, and that Chrefts,' 

{ceing by #, (we reade alſo) we are : med righteom. 
Onr wvien 1 ante good by theſe partiewlars, 1. That by is 
=> -+.L aan c 4 gn ploy keg 

anakers e fPirr;bave Irwſbiy in the ſame freits 

the oro Sim. 4. That we rb part in Redemption; __ 
ſed.s .Speriallimereft in bu wiſdew,pewer,& other Merfethioncef 
bs . "6. (ompleat tithe to that immortallinberitance, reſer- 
af in the brave, 7.Commeltnionwith God himſelf & commu. 
wie oze'with anveher, Whence to deny the imputation of Chrifts 
right conſtr 3c nowert to deny or 6b ſcare thewrgaionthen to deny 
the miracles Chriſt wrought are imputed 10 0,07 that to deny 4 
won ſeorlh ih bis bimas , wr beareth with bu beeles, « @ de. 
ug the members of the ſais botyto have wnien with the 


Ideny thatther's the ſame reaſon of imputation of 
Chrifts miracles,and his righteouſnefle, from our union 
with him , or of ſceing with hands , or hearing with 
heeles, trom union of members with the head, and im- 
pn Chrifts righteoutnes our head in union,&e. 

his ts buta cunning. or rather payne ddling of a 
cleare ftreame, for your own evation , and it's obſerved 
to be your manner. I cannot ſte with my hands,,n your 
ſenſe, nor heare with my heeles ; neither need. I hands 
to ſee; hor heeles to heare. I can be righteous with the 
nghtcowulnefle of Chrift. It*sneceflary abſolutely, that 
I may be ſo perfeally. 

How richly focver you be clothed elſe. 1 _ my 
ſelfe naked, and have abſolute necesfity of the robes of 
Chriſts righteoufnefle,to cover my nakednes. It's what 
I owe. My Saviours,my ſureties :payment for my free- 
dome in necesfity.God made him rightcouſnefleto me, 
and I amcovſtitmred righteons by bus obedience, Godnever 
made mine hands eyes ro me. nor heeles cares, ncither 
by one or other am I conſtituted, ſeeing or hearing. So 
miraclesare not my debt. 


And though the one follow not from the other ; yet 


>. ”" ym wer y a a. _ 


fro what you granc by union and communion I que- 
&4 nocbur Qaildeduce by divine arScripeure-Lo- 
gic an of righteoulnetle tojuttitication. 


1, From bai by unn { am 4 member of the body, 

wheref Chrift s the head, | 

....3. Iama member of Chriſt mine head. 3. and com- 

eat in him , which cannoc be for rightcoulneſle, but 

y tus, no jultificatzonzwithout that,no pardon. I may 

beleeve xt.lecing bus righteouſnefie was tor me: and the 
word is.by « / am conftumedrighteon, 

3- You lay,ve ere pertakgreof the ſameſpirit, Then is 
our union reall,revers, and not mctaphoricall only. 
We LIL C non n 

it is w $ a gener sſucarion; 5 

7.» Chriſt ard his 


by faxch perate RD miner nn 
me to coo » tac coa 
3- From redewprioncotoldeth part in Clirndis ranſome 
or pa of my debt, my debt being death and per- 
IENCE, require anſwerable death and obedicnce; 
death is mſufficient without this eflentiall requiſite , I 
have a neceflity of this r1ghtcouſneſle then tothis tree- 
5. If 5y anion I have ſpecial intereft in his wiſdome and 
#7 £00, and otber perfeit.«ns why not in his righteou(- 
FelledIe's. "Les moſt ; 
| 6. If 1 bave compleat title to that immortall inheritance 
reſerved i» the beavens; haveIno title to AILS 
y 


adoption and pardon ? I and Chrifts righteo 

whuch 1live; by which Iam perteRtly like God. Is it not- 
the ri of Faith , that which we are heirs of, 
as well as of glory ? : 


7. If I bave communion with God himſcif, and bis Love, 
have I not it in pardon & juſtification, & righteouſnes, 
by which ? is not giving of Chrifts righteouſnes orim- 
putation therof, his making me wholy fare, white as ſnow, 
and whiter » which is by the farrcndle and beauty , or 
Tighteouſnelle of Chriſt ? 1s not his Covenanteverla- 
F AR 3 .  .nn 
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ſting rightcouſneſſe, Dey. 9. and his gift Chriſts righte- 

outnefle, the righteouſnefle ot Faith, given by God, re> 

ceived by” taith-:-doth not he by” the obechence of 'one 

(becommang'/6uv Gbd)conftitute us tighteous ?! theſe 

leeme 10 to me; 'doe you conſider the 'matter a' ſecond 
e1me. | 

Concl. 9; The fimnne of Adam 5s mo where in Seriptare ſaid 
18 be 1myprcedtto Adm poſterity ; neuther' can any other impui 
rarion:beref, be proved cither by \Scripture or reaſon, theuthe' 
which jtads enher in a communion of all biz pofterity with b,m 
therm (except Chriſt) m « propitration of bes nature defiled 
therwith, or t«ſtly im the puni/bment, that is come upon the world 
by , VC. d BY j*», 

Do you not ſce-how you-ſpeak that which fighteth 
with it {elte! 1t xt doth no where, how in tuch a icnie > 
it in ſuch a ſen{e,how no where? 

And why ſhall not all the poſterity be granted, conſti- 
tuted finncrs/by an att of Juſtice-imputing unto them 
the finne of Adam; when as by the fame juttice ther's an 
act puniſhing.for that finne,tuch you contefle.and tuch 
is that dehlement, whence we are formally finners; can 
juſtice impute the effect and not the cautc? is it not 

{pirituall death tor tinne? | 

Whern.as all were in his loynes-it was the finne of all 
whicha& of Adew pasfirg,our {clves, not exiting. can 
no other wayes be in the judgement of the learned Pro- 
teſtant: and Papiſts too ſometimes) bur by imputation, 
that's the manner, when as1t's communicated by gene- 
ration. 

Adam ((aith Bell for Br, Dow-haw citeth him.2nJ both 
give you an inſtance of mine aflertion) alone did indeed 
commit that finne by. actuall wil} but to uvsit 1s commu- 


nicated by generation : /» that manter wh cb that which ir 


Eomedo quay Pfſing can be rmpured, by impntation, for it 11 1mputed wiedll: 


m ri 1 J 
heed eh for ut 18 i1apnted ts allwho are b-rue of Adam, becanſe we af 


fit, nimirum per being then mm cle loynes of Adatngmhen we Joes in him, and 
t 


imputationem' fob, we /nned, Yea and fmriher he rigt 


h dipmrerh ſaith 


-————_ that Biſbop,that if Adam's finne werenor our: obo yon 
| | ; nerther 


# - 
a 
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neither che guilt of n, ner the corruption Jo upen it had 
belongedee ws, de jufti. li. 4 C. 10. vide. which 1 touched 
even now,and remember it touctied twice before- I may 
not abuſe the Reader by writing overand over the (ame 
things : See Ant. to your latt Kealon,&c. 

Concl. 1 0. Thewgo juſtification. and ſalvation came inte 
tle world by Chriſt , the ſecond Adam , as condemmnation and 
death by the firſt yet there are many & jfferent confideratians and 
ci) cumſt ance: between theircommings ew, ER 

Grant thisyet when as the 7 [moor ap the one 
and the other ; and when as heſheweth-agreement. in 
this.that « by the diſobearerce of one many are made finners, 
ſo by the obedience of one many are made r:ightcans , which 1s 
all we contend for , both which being by as trantienc, 
communicated ro men, not then, bur atter exiſtent, the 
orthodox expreflure hath been, that the manner is im- 
pu:ation. For the firit 4daws dilobedicnce; and the ic- 
condJs righteouſnefle. 

The differences you mention owe of the 15, & 16.0f 
the $.of the Romans,concerne not our queition. And tor 
thereft: 

1. The at of eAdam was the at of the nature of his 
poſterity. nor exiſtent, exiſtence was future, and uwpu- 
ration tuture, yet both to be by Gods decree, in and by 
propagation;and then it was theirs atually. 

he obedience of Chrift, &c were the acts and ſuffe. 
rings of us, that were given Chritt, and might be ſo cal- 
led, not perſonall acts. or weexiſtenc, but as we were-to 
be in time;chey were to be ours by imputation 1n Gods 
purpofe and Chrifts intention by unionand communi- 
on with Chriſt in effecuall call : as Adam was a root, 
Chriſt was a ſurety. both 1n Gods purpole; either d1d, 
for others. eAdem for his poſterity. Chriſt for rhe ch1/., 
aren grven une hw 1n Gods cternall bargaine : as we are 
dead and riſen with Chriſt, we may be {aid to have done 
and dyed,leerng thewhole poverty was forus. 

2. As Adaw brought condemnation to thoſe who 
were in his loynes, and had a being natural] im him, be- 
- M m 3 , img 
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ing in time toexift by propagation from him. "i 
0 Chriſts ſalvation to tuch as were his children in . 
the: purpote of /God...in that relation, -.as well 
WIENTSS pro uE ne ay and fleſh 7 by 

e(h, on oyNnes,. to part \£ 
Hh Mm time, though alſoto be firlt Adams, Mlicns, _ 
enemies, | 1&Y 09 

's: As all the -poſteri of Adeaw had their bei t 
i "4 Adam : Ld bed alles Chriſt.ina Gods purpels 62 
[am+exifted firft, and then /ndes {o might one firſt, and 
another after. be in Chriſt notwithſtanding. 

4. As Adam: was active, ſo Chrilts, acuve in his pal- 

pasfive in his action. | 

5. As the burthen of condemnation by the finne of 
Adam depended on the merit and relation of thole that 
were condemned by him, widevce: 1n Gods purpole, as 


III uni PE 
oO that weient or our redgemprtiom, on 
| CRY 


b le; 
in a& by faith , tobe in ame, by whi Chritt ard his 
merits and benefits are mine, without which actuall ap- 
plication the worth of what was done and ſuffered, were 
ro no effect. 

To that finne of ating the forbidden fruit,the 
Lord threatned death, and it mericed the ſame ; ſo the 
ſmalleſt finne doth,as the fatisfaRion of Chriſt did life; 
and that wee my it , there muſt be relation 
founded in union and communion between us and 
Chriſt, withourwhich how ſoever the merit, the 
profi to Peter would have no more then unto 
4 


We deny not but the Scriptures give our juſtificati- 
on and ſalvation tb the /«te of Chrift : we afſent allo that 
"_y of our death,by one that 1s 4daw; though 

words for his fake, are not found) yet (the wages of 
finne being death.) Tt's equivalent with his finnes lake, 
denoting us merit; ther's cquipolient ſpeech; and judge 
whether the Apoſtle doth not {o lay them downe 


| Row. 
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| Roms. ;. 29. and ther's a necellary n of the 
u merit of the tinne of 4dam; that Kea ons way [of 
oJ merit this condemnation , the wages of j cnnnk oh ha 
ET GNINEns that abideth not in all the Commandements 
9 of God: And be that doth theſe things is of death, arc 
the meaſure of tho by eve,&C. nd rag e offence o 
A oveyand were it not iborious cauſe —_ 
a Wheras daledening the olcaiencie of this ne 
d of Lim, par ano on chat word wopilgs, @ it the 
1.5 Ber Were not in 
(- ts tg o ftumblin |; 
C——_ of cnvie mualice, ar end, Cc. maine 4- 


vations, and r s of the height of it : but ont of incon 
rateneſſe, = root of the le Seronſin grevene- 


of 

Ic 

i tion from whence - « bighily poſſiblets prin 

F ſeared rn : And ts. 
? 

_ 

c 


For my part I never 
rom that word it will not follow (it = ſpeakin of 
God inthe Word be the rule) I finde that word uſed for 
finnes of all ſorts, thegr and moſt hemous, which 
are for _— by the Lord. It's uſed 5. Agw. 10«the free 
gift i encesre jujt 6 fieat arion: And 2Cor.z.19, God 
—_ brif, $&c. wotimputng T4 Tapa ro pd: evler,8&c. I 
C ſuppoſe in theſe andorher ces.not meant ſuch finnes 
: as you mention alone, but what arc of the higheſt 
; nature; the ſtumbling and fall of the Jewes, which had 
. aggravations of th Kr nature, 4 forth by that 
| word. 1.Kow.11.&c. 
. Whoſoever ſhall confider the Ree in which Adem 
was created, the God and whom he 
finned;the confefled effects, m_- ye lege nature, 
| of life.all mens —— of 'Godsi image and thr 
deprivation in nature and life; CEN wherof 
| weare not freed till death it ſelfe.with the deaths which. 
| attend on the ſame, will - _ from eleningeoh this fin 


its demerit. There arethat call it omuinw 
| and that except none buethee again® det Gre 
| as our Di #b:#«ker.. So that had there becn more rela- 
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tions all that can be imagined : theremuſt bealſo -and 
was,the heynoutnefl. of the crume demeri.ing. 
Quod prius voca- T hat whneb he fuſt called offence bere, he caueth diſobedi.. 
veiats, ence, ſo he amplifyerb the greaineſſe of that ſin, intimating it ſo 
ow ot preat, that tt wats no wonder that it impolved all in its gut, pol.. 
-— _ "*® lured thi with filh : for there is ſcareghy @ more ores 
in Obedientiam 4s the ſor of witchcraftiſe is rebellion, as Taolatry, jaith Samet, 


”_ hom , I Sam. 1 tet ; 4 
cus peccart xag- IE grieveth us not that there is ſuch an abundance 
gerar, cancum fu” gryen to Chrift, we glory in it And yet lay the Lord 
Meummuness if {aw this a tufficient remedy tor that ditcate, and thoſe 
omnesſuoream that came by it:and the ditcaſe is notleflencd butinten- 
rn ded by thegreatnelle of Chritts merits. 
inobeteniae- And though «4 dams fall wasby a permiſsivedecreeof 
pm viralin ne God. yet was the effect intallible. Theexecution wher- 
in Dei conſpe8u. Of in H1s fall was tuppoſed, in the maniteſtation of Gods 
quaſi peccau 2- Toye its Chriſt.and 1n the purpote of God foreordaining 
liver qua ſeelus Him a Lambe, to take away tinnes; That finne;and the 
otolan® <7. CON{Equences: thereof: all which ſet forth the hamoul- 
quir*-welz 21 Heffe of this finne. Neither is it extenuartd by the free- 
4 Parzw in 18, nefle of Adam. | : | \'b 
- AridT leave to the Readers conſideration, whether 
though you profefle the contrary; you doe not groflely 
extenuate the demerit and guilt of Adams fin. And the 
inval:dity you plead, is not againft us, Lur the Apoſtle 
who telleth us there is an agreement. 

Conclu. 11. That which mikes a rut Iroely faith infliru- 
ment ll in Inſt: fication gs nothing that 13 efſentialor naturall un. 
ro 1t;Whether d: ſcent pr perly or att. But ſomn hat that is extrex.. 

ſecall andpurily adventitrous, The force and efficacy of that wil!, 
good pleaſure, ordrnation, covenant, and appomrment of God in 
that bebalfe, 

They fore its wngueſtionably evident that Faith doth not juſtifie 
45 it relates to Chrit : oy as it apprehends him, Or Kedemp- 
rien by him, 

Mn this illation you ſhew yourſelfe in oppoſition to all 
Proteſtants as betore. Who teach that Faith juſtifieth in 


relation to the ObjeR, and that as an — ap 
5a bf | 


ing 
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hending and applying Chriſt and his righteouſhefle,and 
joyne wich Popyft» and Armenians, as betore. 

[he reaton'you give Gods ordination, is no reaſan;we 
grant Gods will and the nature ot Faith are not oppolite 
but tubordimate. Gods will is our Juſtihcation by Faith 
that which hath of its nature imbracing, laying hold of 
rccets ing Chriſt and his righteoutnetle; cauting union 
and communion with hin troin whence this righte- 
uinciie and Juſtihcation is reccived-and remuts:10n;of, 
finnes. Fhe will of God is by this. Faith to juſtrfie. 
When God called Aaron to bean high Prictt, he chere- 
by fitted him with all requifices. And ſo when God or- 
dained taith. un was fuch a Faith: 

Neither is there teare if tauthſhould juftifie by recet- 
ving or applying the ObycR, that it ſhould doe ut for the 

tg11'y rhercot., Aping fervef Ce ch 

"arths 'ccerviny. ing re wgeto Ht, 15 Te greateſt 
argument dnyis the dignity thereof and demonttrati- 
on ot indigency and emtynefle at home , and is withall, 
ma advancing and' extolling the righteoutnefle of 


iſt. 

In that text J#dg. 6. 40. Gods will eftabliſheth this 
Faith. And thereby it carrieth Juſtihcation by recei- 
ving and applying it, as the water of /oraa»did clenſethe 
Leprofic of Nama», by Gods plea ſure, fo this receiving 
faith juſtifies before all other. You lay, 

When canes have 4 naturall power to produce their effetts its 
improper if not ridicalou, To aſcribe ſueb effefts to the will and 
pleaſure of God, 

But 1t's ridiculous, to ſay ſo; ſeeing Gods will 1s 
the cauſe of nature, and the properties therot, It's the 
will of God by patience to make men patient, humility 
to make men humble. By naturall cauſes to produce na- 
turall effe&s. You contefle ita truth. and when asther. 
fore you deny 1t the ſavour or werght ef ruth, You deny 
in your {elte a right ſavoar of truth, And ſhew your 
jucgemrcnt a alle, ballance _ conceſsion.denying 1t 


weight of truth, The holy Ghoſt leadeng imo alltruih: (a. 
| | Nn voureth 
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vourcth all truth; and giveth to all its due weight; 
Joh. 1. 12, mghtbe added, where God ro thoſe that regeived, 
Cbreft,3bas u« belee ved in ham, gave ihe power & prerogative to 
be barSaps: 8nd by.vering of that degree really magderbens ſweb on. 
believing.## hich (hews believing in Chriſt as ſuch dathnot wake 
4 ſon of God.;but receives thu power by Special gift, | 

Faith then by,a pawer it :receiyeth, of Gads gilt doth 
this; to dothy-patzence by a power and. humulicy, by a 
power .received », make. patient; and humble. So hre 
burneth by.a power given to 1t. And fo every naturall 
agent produceth its effect. | Faith pmreecb on (briſt, and 
his condition of a ſonne,. it makethus ( brifs and Abra- 
ham: ſeed, we are allthe ſonnes of God by Faith in leſm, Chriſt. 
God giutth it that power ,, that ſtrength and power to 
receive, and {0 to jultife, 

Gods grace andChritt and Faith.and Gods juſtice.the 
declaration ot it are ſubordinate:fromthe poſttion,of on 
you put all, and deny none,not faith.receiving or apply- 
ing the Objce. ouadde, 

Nether us that Plea ſo frequently infiſtedow that Faith juſt i. 
fieth inrelation tothe 6b;ett, or as it receiveth and apprehenderb 
Chriſt right eouſneſſe of any value of auly confidered;the ſtrength 
of it is wſwally bound up in that ſimilitude, as the haud is ſard to 
enrich a man becauſe it recerves the money or treaſure wherby it 
is inriched, ſs faith becauſe 1t reeerves (briſt who ts our righte. 
#uſneſſe; and by whom we are 'uftificd, 

You confeſle this trequently inſiſted on it is ſo by Pro- 
teſtants againſt Papitts. I have ſhewed the one and other 
by all Proteſtants.let the world ſee how theleare of your 
opinion ; for faith in a proper {enie; but what ſay you 
againſt it ? 

{ anſwer 1ts not the taking of the Silver or Gold that inrich th, 
4 m14n may uot be the richer, but the poorer receiving gold not b 
tw, as a theefe breaking ints an houſe taking it away, or purſes 
it maheth rich by a Law; ſo there muſt bealawthat faithre« 
geiving ſbould be a mans r1ghteouſues or juſtification, 

All this is not to the purpoſe, for faith receiving (5rif 
and his righteou to juſtification (not being his 


righccoulgcfle 
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rightcouſneſle or juſtification as you loye to {peak , not 
we) 1s What we have Gods conimand tor, calling us to 
Come unto him, to-recerve ham. ana Sir recerying riches 
i5 that by which as an inttrumcniall actzonl am enrich- 
ed, the 11Ci.es make rich received and 1o our Lord (, bryts 
r1ghtcouinetl ce, your calc 15 where ther's no law , ours 
hath commiand and promutc tor it, Yet to explaine 
your lelte. _Youdehre, | 

h+ ben 1 deny faith Juftijueth in it's relationto it's Objett, or as 
it lajeib held on { hri/t, 1 aw farre from concesving any faith 
[honid juſtifie, but that onely which [ageth hold on Chriſt ; yea 


1 grans ana verily believe chat whereas there be very many atts - 


of Farh, elſe yerthat decree of good pleaſure of God (which 1 
concerve makes fauh juſtifying coneurres with ut, toward thus 
great effett onely in that att of laying bold on C brit. Onety 
this 1 deny , that thus att of fainth whereby it receiveth or layeth 
held on Chriſt hath that m the nature or inherently init or any 
other waics then jrom the will and good pleaſure of God which 
makes u available ts jwſtification. 

This granteth that it hath it in its nature from the 
will ot God, then by the will of God it doth it; It's na- 
ture being to lay hold on the Obyect: we never oppoled 
the will ot God, but luppole it. 

And though you grant it, yet, would you ſpeake out 
we ſhould find you grant not that taich asan inftrument 
doth it, laying hold on Chriſts righteoutnefle. by which 
applyed | ami juſt. You will leave the object and reſt 
in ta1ch which by gracious acc. piation 15 a righteoulnes 
which God will owne as betore, p. 84. of 1. 7: cat, 41ge. 
$5-£-6. LF my Antwer. | 

Conclu: x 2. 1: hath no foundatian either in ſcripture or rea. 
ſox ro ſay that Chriſt by any imputat ion of fin wa made formally 
a (inner: Nor that ſinne im any ot her ſenſe ſhenld be ſaid to bee 
impwured then as the puniſhment due was mflitted on bim. And 

ſo wee are no: made formally righteous by any nighteonſneſſe of 
('br:iff imputed. Thi hath beenpartly argued. 

Andits giveninwith both hands by the chiefe Maſter: of 

that way which we oppoſe, Dottor Downham, c. 19. p. 1. 2 
N n 2 and 


% 


- " 
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==d p. 4- Davenant de juſtit. inher. C- 24. p. 33+ 4d. 
P4. 333 

1. Tanſwer, formally properly taken is by ſinne mhe- 
rent in Chriſt, this you deny; todo our Doctors, fo um- 
putation of ourkns doth not make Chritt a inner. 

2. What is added , nor 1h4t finne +# any ovher fouje ſhawd 
be ſaid robe imputed, when asthe puniſhment due was #1 fitted; 
is but begged.Ours ſher an imputation of ſinne, whence 
guilt and puniſhment, finnes-were inherent in us onely. 
Laid on Chriſt by impucation as our ſurety, and thence 
has puniſhment. 

3. Whenas you adde ſo wee arenot made formally 
righteous by any righteouſnefle of Chrift. It's granted 
taking formally tor inherently. It's inherenc in Chriſt, 
irs imputed and given us, ſo that 1t conſtitutch us righ- 
teous, and ſupplyeth the place of a forme,which excer- 
nalls doe and may, and ſodenomunate; as cliewhcre out 
ot Doctor Davenant is cleerely explayned The righte- 
ouinctlc of Chriſt is the matter, that applyed or 1umpu- 
ted ſupplyeth the forme, conitruteth, &ce was meac rune 
that knew no fin, that we might be made the righteoufnes of God 
»h:w, But to this ſufficiently before. 

When as you cite Biſh, Dowwhew you read this his Te- 
et, and he repeateth it often rtmes , as is knowne , that 
Chriſt was not onely hoffxa, but a finner by imputation. 

And Biſh. Devenran denyeth your confcquence there, 
and c|tewhere tully explamerh himieclfe in this bufines, 
to which I remit you, p. 367. ſeenndue locms, &c, and 368. 

That thele were chiefe Maſters of that way of impuration, 
might teach you they were more learned then to con« 
tradi themtelves. 

They w:rre prime DoQors in their tunes, maintainers 
of the Do&trine of eur Church and all Proteſtants in 
this point of Tuftification, and you have never I believe, 
never ſhall find any but Papiſts oppoling themſelves 
to them. 

In this queſtion, which yet here you doe without ma- 
king bones of it, and arc but an alone man. | 

h | 1:3- Conc: 
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d, of God, untill be obtaime: this grace by believing, 
With this Concluſion for my part I have no contro- 

- yerſic , and therefore palle turther examination of any 
i F thingaboutir. 
4 The purpoleis eternall, thea& is in time,on call to 
h Faith and tellowſhip with Jeſus Chrift, whence com- 
- munion with his r:ghteoutnefle and Juſtification, as 1 
| conceive. 
p | I4. Conclu: The ſentence or curſe of the Law was not pro. 
C perly executed on Chriſt in bis death but his death was a ground 

or conſideration unto God, wherengon ro diſpenſe with his Lawes, 
y ard to let fallthe execution or ſuſpendrbe penalty or cnrſe theym 
1 threatned beeauſe the onrſe was bent on tran:greſſors, not inno.. 
, cents as Chreft, 
. if by properly you meane for his perſonall finnes, : 
and thatm that name he was no transgreflor, I will 


grant both. He was a finner by the imputation of our 

fins, as our ſurety he had rhem laid 0» hr ,and was accwrſed, 
: what the Law threatned, curſe and death , hee endured 
be dredfer ms, and was acowrſed, o the word, and on this 
iflueth our freedome trom death; and the curle ; this 
Iam ſure God did, and intended ; ſeeing he was #rdarmed 
befor the fonr- dation of the World, a Lambe; the price of our 
Redemption, its called Geds will, Chrift came 10 doe it, and 
he wes made under the Law toredeem thoſe that ave wwtler the 
law,you confeſle it the owrſe of rhe Law,incurred by ws which 
#7 {urety , ought to ſuffer , and your ſelfe ſay, thar hee 
ſuffered was of the ſame nature, and kind with thole things 
which God intended by the curſe of the Law. | 

For the body of penalties which you deny he ſufter:d. 
I know not but its compriſed in thoſe termes accuried, 
and death. I ſuppoſe thoſe compriſe the whole 1y- 
ftem ; the word faith it was «» atonement, that it was a 
{weet ſavour to God, that it declared God jſt in luſt fying. 
And untill I comprehend his ſuffering tuily who 

was a war of ſorrow like to whoſe ſorrowes there were never 
forrowes, 1 will not make themleſſe then Gods law. 
Nnz I 
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[ ſuppoſe the law was executed on him according to 
Gods cternall purpole as our {urety, and that 1t was ex- 
ecutcd on him , that 1c might not bee exccuted on us : 
and muſt have been exccutcd un hum that it might not 
be ex2cuted on us. You lay, 

Neuher d1a God require che death and. ſufferings of Chriſt as 
4 va\nable conſideration, whereon to giſÞenſe with bus law,to+ 
rards thoſe that belteve,wor: (1f ſo much mn a way of ſatrifalli. 
on . to hy juſticethen in wiſdome ; for God might with as much 

1uſcice, bave paſſed by the eranigreſſion of bus Las without con. 
ſideration or ſatrfatlunn, 

1, Chriſts death was required, it was required as a ya- 
luable conlideratiun on which there was no execution 
on believers. It was an {atistattion ot Gods juſtice and 
wildome.1t was according to his witewill wherby Chr 
was ordained a Lambe, 1t was c declare hes righteonſneſſe, 
that he might be juſt anda juſtifier, and both wnhnice. It's 
too Curious to inquire or determine whether it were 
r:ther wiſedome ten Juſtice. It {favoureth of one that 
would willingly deny Chritts ſatisfaction to.juſtice : {0 

1nDeo effe doth that rcatoning trom man, I find the tame ſpoken 

mn ng out by, Socmns de Chritto ſervat d.x ct. ice Sybrandus ex- 

peccata neceſſario amiming this, See Peltins hus barmonia, where Soc, and Ke- 

Pelinl3e XG, monſtrantragreeinthys , that there i not efſentiall juſtice in 
Godpmniſhing ſinneceſſarily, 

I gueſle it the rather becauſe there's a bringing in of 
teſtimonythat sf God hadpleaſed be might havepardoned A- 
dams ſivne wirhout atonement by the death of Chr:ift, which is 
but a ſuppoſition.and that ofawill inGod ther-undeter- 

mincd , indifferent againſt what is evidently otherwile 

revealed,and that to be to determined trom eternity,nay 
Kee neceits 6... Of an indifferent will even attcr Adamstall : Iam conhir- 

eſſe fuit, , 
m Chriſti morte med from the infcrence,thertore it had bin no way contrary 
_ jultiie dl tothe lnſtice of God ner)deragator) #9 the plory of tt: if bee 
[0 NO 1% PEccea» ; : , 

ti: latis/acetery1ed {ad ſreedy pardoned it . without any conſideration of attone.. 
On —_ la men in any conceipt, Neihber was it neceſſary that Chyiſt by his 
Chriſti peceaaa death ſhould ſatts fie the Iuſtice of God for onr ſimres, but Czod 
$ouis peut cON- wighoue the ſatrsfattion of Chrift conld forgive " an 
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ſunes, Tt could not be becauſe Godsdecree was Juſtifi- 
cation by the blood ot Chritt and todeclare his righte- 


oulnetle, 3 Ae: 2 1 ATT 

And that the ſ«:1faition of Chriſt is agreeable to that na- 
ture in God which wee call Juſtice , agreeable to and what 
we call ſee Sorinmns, &c. doe deny it', and that it had beene 
but a loſſe of opportunity of deelaring ut to the World, yet had done 
nothing repwgnant 191: , and {o you ſubſcribe; no marveile 
you wavethe curle of the Lawes execution on Chrift 
properly in the beginning. 

Its well» wiſedom. God could ner; as if God. wiledome 
and juſtice were at odds, and that in the Apoſtles Judg- 
ment , who eftabliſhed Gods declaration of juſtice in 
Juftification by the blood of Chrift, as if infinite wild- 
dome was not {cene in that tweet agreement, betweene 
the mercy and Juſtice of God in our Juſtification by 
Jeius Chriſt. 

I am of opinion that God in thelaw required of Chrif 
(voluntarily undertaking our {uretiſhip) the ſuffering 
of what he tuffered , and thoſe things he ſuffered were 
the ſame the Law threatned, and wee ſhould have luffe- 
red our ſelves 1n value, and importance and the kind 
compriſed under the words death and curle. And thus 
for your Concluſions. 


Crnar, IIT. 
DISTINCTIONS. 


D1ST. 1. 


z Uſtificdtion, 1. «ive, fgnifieth rhat aft of God 
os whereby he juſtsfyerh , 1, abjolverb « believing 
| RS prey from guilt and pumſbment. 

= Herc's to be luppoſed his making bum jutt 
by the imputation ot the righteoutnefle of 
Chriſt whence ablolurtion as the cttuct rherot;you otten 
cail it juft making. 

It may ſ1gnifie alſo inthis allive ſignification any alt of any 
efficient .-yea to this may be referreathe alt of the forme or 
To cauſe it ſeife, which 4!ſo 1 a way p' oper to 14 may be ſaid 
ro juſtifie, 

Conſider if the forme of juſtification be remisſion of 
finnes, then remistion ot finnes worketh juſtification, 
and ſo 1s in order ot nature before it : and ſo remisfion 

ot linnes abolveth a believer from the guilt of, and pu- 
niſhment due unto his finnes, and 10 15 the caule of it 
ſclte;che cauſe and the effeR alſo. 

2. That which is paſſive,s the effeft, The former is of God, 
this of man who is 'u/tified, 

D1sT. 2, Of Juſtice, hath theſe DiſtinQions. 

It ſigniheth, 

i. The wniverſall and abſolute holynes ard integrity of bez 
vature, making him _—y averſe from doing any thing con. 
tary to therwles of juſtice , andinclnes hias only to dee things 
agreeabletherunto, 112, Pl.7. 

2. Somtimes the nature of God we callirmh, or faithfullneſſe 
» 


k 
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in keeping promiſe,z6.P1.6.6.He 10. x, Job, r. 9, 

3 That gracious dr fpoſitron to his people, whereby bee is fill 
propenie ts do chem good, relieve, ſupport deliver, pſh, 145. 7. 

4- The gradions purpoſe of God, for for grving, ſaving tauk 
in ane time, 2 Pet,1-1- 

5. Moſt concerning ow” queſtion, by the rightrouſneſſe of God 
«s meant that juſtification,n ay merhed, or meane; of Inftification 
whereby God makes menrighreoms 5. Ro, 21 .ſor. Rom,17. 
10. Rom. 3. 63 r1ghteonſneſſe of God is meant Juſt: fication, or 
way of making men righteoms , which Gods wiſedome hath 

out 


6. Semtimer | conceive it my wellbetaken for God: ſeverity 
ro puniſh, 2, Ro, 25. 26. thas be moght appeare « ſevere judge 
and puniſber of ſinne. 

7. Chrift ſometime: ſcemes to be called the rightromne ſe of 
God. 42. Te. 21. 51. Teſ. 8, bezanſe bee is the great ambor of 
that rig bteonſneſſe or Inſtification which God vouchſaferh' to 
the world. 

Ult. The ſociety of thoſe that are wade righteomby GOD 
through Chriſt , are caledtbe righteouſneſſe of God, 2 Cor, 
5.21. | 

7, I know not but Gods holines and righteouſnefle are 
diſtin attributes, nor how righteoutnes ſhould be de- 
fined by holynefle _ 

x. 1 grant it making his nature adverſe towhat's con- 
trary to rules of Juſtice, his will and revelation of it 
1n his word. 

Inclination to dothings agreeable, your text is more, 
he loveth; it's what he doth with delight. 

2. The (econd is granted for faithfullnefſe, but doth 
it reſpect onely promiſes. and not threats ? 

Jo The 3 re no GIwmes _ — = do- 
mn and delivering his people, are his promite 

Ar {o 15 that of g:vin Fatth his pronnſe to Chriff 
to Abrataw , urder the head of blefſednefle, comming, 
calling. gathering, {aving. 

Though in that place it ſcemeth more fitly to meane 
the r1ghteouſnefle of Cha ſee Biſh, Downham ; ge 

0 t 
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that purpoſeciteth this Text, where (faith hee) i « cad- 
hdrberighteonſneſſe of Ged , and our Saviewr le(w Chri# 
Which is an excellent teftionany toprove the devty of our Saviour 
lihe to that, 2, Tits 13+ for it ts not ſaid of God and our Saviour 

a roting two Perſons, but Ti 54% 2) ow TigG of God and our 
5 avteus berokening oe, 2. bec thſe 4 1tbat very righteomenes of 
God whereaf the Apeſtle fprakgth in the places now mentioned, 
1Rom. 17: 3: 21 10, 3-2 Cor. 5. 21, 

The righteouſneſſe =_ perſon who is God 1.4; £2, p.2, 

And to you ee, ther's no difference between this and 
the laſt place.nether is their meant Juſtihcation-but the 
r:zghteoutnefle of Chriſt che mediator the only way and 
meanes.by which God maketh men juſt; this 1s that the 
Lords witdome found out to declare his righteoutnefle, 
and which is revealed im the Golpell, of thole texts, ſee 
the Author andplace beforenamed. p 

And theretore is he called, #vr rig hr onſneſſe, becauſewe 
are made righteous by his obedience, 5, Rom: 19, and ſoin 
that, z Cor. 5. ult, 

For your ſixth it denoteth his juſt will to puniſh finne 
and puniſhing thereof, that place proveth it, 3. Kow. 26, 
29. when Chriſt #-/er forth a propirrar1on in blood, to declare 
Gods righteouſneſſe, thac he might be inſt and the Tnſftifier - by. 
it G perfectly hates lin. Y, ENgeance 8s bis, and out of 
Juſtice, he willrepxy it, 9. Heb: 30. 1's the juft judgement 
of God, that thoſe that doe ſuch thrugs are worthy of death, x, 
Ro 31. it's avighteous thing with God to render affiiftionty 
them —» = 70s, a Thel. 7 6, SY as ; | 

2. This word, applyed to men t imerthat general 
framevf thebrare confiſting of il holy diſþpoſptions 4 affe- 
(tions in [ome degree mevery child of God, Gen. 7.1, 

This I ſuppoſe confuſion of r onſet; and holy. 
nefle, which aredifttin& ordinarily in Scripture. 

iNoahs righteowfneſſe was the righteonſueſſe of faith, Chriſts 
elghteouſneks applyed by faith, and all ſo in regard of a 


— diſpoſition of a toule conforming him ro Gods 
aw and cengruous motions , which are properly your 
&cond figuitication, 10. 49.3 5.and x 4vb. 3. 7, 


3, 


©. 
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PRPFIES 


3+ Your 3.dcaling equally with men; 1s the ſame.'g1- 
Ying every one what is his own according toGods law. 

4+ A tourth ſenſc : /u{fsfication (in the aſſrve ſenſe ) 
ſaavctimes by 4 metonymy of the canſe for the effeit, expreſſed by 
the word righteeuſneſſe , Galat. 2. 21. ifrighreenſneſſe, 1d cit, 
Inſtification, ſo 10. Ro. 4+ Chriſt the end of the law for righte. 
euſpeſſe, i» laſtification, and, for ver. 5. 5, Ro. 17, & 18, 
by ene procurement of Iuſtification, 8, Rom. 4. 9. Ro. 3 
10-10. 1.Co. 1. 30. ſo 5. Rom. 19. compared with 18, x1. 
to make righteons and to juſt ific i the ſame. 

Here rightcouſneſle 15 acknowledged the cauſe of jul. 
tification 1ndeed, nothing can make righteous but righ- 
tcoulnefle. They are diltinc&t as caute and eftett; and 
though the cauſe being put theeffect followeth , or it's 
ordained to this effect Yet its not to bee excluded,and I 
affirm this righteoutnes as that which is iumputed.g.#e. 
- 6,11. {0 therighteouſuefle of Chriſt , ſo &ew. 10. 4. 
Chrift ts the. conſummation of the Law , for righteouſneſſe to 
juitification to every one that believerh, that 1s, «appheth «1; {0 
expreſſely in, 5. 8m, 19,18,19.. (09. Kew. 30. Ttwas 
the righteouſnefle of Chriſt which is of faith, bewas re 
Stone 1m which they beltewed, and mere not aſbamed : the Stone 
the Iewes fiuxnbled at,of which they were ignorant, and (ubmit. 
ted nat t6 che righteanſueſſe of God, So was Chriſt, and re. 
vealed in the Goſpell. # 

You grant here the cauſe for thoutiel , How name a- 
ny other righteouſneſle but Choitts ; taith is not righ- 
teouſnefle, though relatively, andas an inftrument it 
applyeth that righteouſnefle.and theſe are diftinR as the 
Inſtrument and the matter with which. 

Remiſsion of fins is not that righteouſneſle , is the 

as yous {clfe ponder theſe things. 

5. Chriſt himſelfe as the procuring cauſe i uſually caked the 
righteouſneſſe of men, by an Ellepþit, 7 the Anthor or procarer of 
Tuſtification or righteewſneſſe, Jere. 23, 6.43.16, ſour boyr 
ou” life our anihifcation our redemption. | 

Chriſtby:his righteouſneſle procured our Julttficati 
omit's the meritorious cauſe, but not only; it's the mat- 
O03 tt 
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ter.and the Application of it conſtituteth,ours ſhew it a- 
gainſt Papifts as I have ſhewed before , and ſhall here. 
aftcr. 

6. By 4 metonymy of the cauſe for the effett or amecedent for 
conſequent, 4s well the benefits andreward: of 4 mans righteouſ- 
neſe inthe 1 and 3. acceprion of the word , as the bleſſings and 
priviledg e: which accompany that r:ghteonſnefſe which we bave 
by the merns of Chriſt in or juſtification,are ſometimes expreſ- 
ſed by the terme righteonſuer,God willrender unto man hu righs 
teonſnes, 33. Tob. 26.112.p.9. 5. Gal. Fo 

I confcile all thoſe benefits and priviledges infoulded, 
in the promiſe and performance ot this aghteouſnes of 
Chriſt, ſuppoſing that ſo in the firft place: bee ſhadproy 
wnro God (that 15 man inatflition) the effect is, beſhalbe 
faveurable unto bim, God ſhall forgive him. 

Per remiflionem— 11po0n which he (ball/ec his face with joy, for hee willrender 

mg ns. unto man hy righteonſneſſe. By renuſſiow of fines by and by ac» 

um habens,impu* cone ing [ems for 1uſt, iherighteonmeſſe of Chrift bus ſonbe. 


Rc Cort 55 ing imputedunts him, 
09 7 al Your ſelfe ſay we have them by the merits of Chriſt, 
in our Juſtification. I adde imputed,made our's by Geds 


donation, our receiving. Its his righteoutnefle, ap- 


yed. | 

in the ſecond pla e righteouſneſſe remaineth, not on- 
ly conſequents. | 

In the third: our hope, things hoped for are the effects 
of rightcouſnefle of fatth Chritts rightcouſnefle apply- 
ed by faith. © Suppofing that applyed, 

7. The wordrighteomſueſſe in ſome conjtruttion of words hath 
no preciſe or proper ſign fication , diſtinit from the word, with 
which ut ts joyned, but rogether makes 4 ſence of one and the 

Same thing, thus imputing righteonſneſſe, Rom, 4. 6. 11. ins. 
paring doth not fignifie cne thing, and r:ighteonſaes anorber, but 
rogetber they ſignifie the ſame att of God,whick we call free jw. 
, rifjing ſos at to impate r1ghteonmesis but freely to juſtefie and * 
| righteonſneſſe imputed fre: juſtification, 

| Righteouſnes is one thing, 1umputing another , Gods 
application, or donation of it, Juſtification a _ 7 
c 
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efte&t: of righteoulnefle applyed. By Gods imputa- 
tion of Chritts righccoulnetle the believer is juſtityed ; 
made righteous and pardoned. 
You in the fourch tenſe contefle them cauſe and effect. 
ult. The wordrighteonſnes accordirg to the propriet 7 of the 
hebrew tongue fenifink 4 company of righteous ones,G'e.2 Co. 
$5. 21. That wee (bould bee made the righteonneſſe of God in 
him, Vc. : 
1. Iconfefle that place of a companie; wee, all be- 
lievers. 

2, Ideny that the word Rightcouſnefle fignifieth a 
company, tor then were 1t not true ot a fingle man. 

Andrtheabſtract put tor the Concrete, will be thatwe 
might be made acompany of righteous ones, which we 
accept, it will be by he righteoutnesof Chritt, for the 
text laich 1 hw», not in our ſelves but him- 

D1sr, 3. (briſts Rightromſneſſe is of 2 Kinds,one Divines 
cal juſtitia perlone: rhe orber juſtitia meriti. 

Thetermes Allie and P-ſſive , wheremthu Diſtinition is 
commonly concerved, are not altogether ſo proper becauſe inthat 
we call P:ſſive, Chriſt was in [ome ſort attive , willingly and 
freely ſubmitting humſelfe uno it. 

T he righteousreſſe of hi perſov, is that whereby hee juſtifieth 
himſclfe on: ly bis mer that whereby bee (nſt:freth others, the 
former conſiſteth partly inthe integrity of his nature partly in 
the obedience hee performed to the CMorall Law, or that which 
is impoſed upon all, 7 he latter is that he performed to the pecn. 
liar law of Mediation; a1 his ſwhmiſ110n to death, ro which hee 
was bound as Mediator. 

re It Chrift was active 1n his paſsjon by voluntary ſub- 
miſszon. Looke how you aflerting the palsive, den 
that which is Active, and diſpute againſt it, and exclude 
the imputation thereof. 


death 


Ooz I 


iſtus in vicz 

pailivam habuit- 

"UP » . Aadtionemerin 

2, For your Diftin&ion, perſone et meriti, Let mee in« more paſſionem 
vam dum (alu-- 


treate you to make it more clecre to me, I cannot down mano oi 
with it as it is propoſed. medio terre. 


hey were interwoven from his incarnation to his ch 
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I thought /»//ic:4 perſons, had been the righteoulnefle 
.of Chuiit, God-man, and that the righceoutneſle of his 
merit, had becn hus meritorious rightcoutnes. Which 


is the righteouinefle ot his perton, of Chritt God-naan : 


and can icenodiftercnce. 

Whereas youl1ay the righteouſneſle of his perſon is 
that whereby he jutt1fieth himlelfe onely. Ianfwer.he 
neither was 10 nor did ſo, for himſelfe he lived and was 
comprehentor trom the moment of h1s conception » 
needed it not for himſelte. 

Wee were bound to have that intcgrity and that obe. 
dicnce, hee as our (urety was bound to yield it for us. 

And doe not yougive.Aas a concurrence, 10 merit to 
the ative obedience of Chrift in the matter of our juſti- 
fication. How then ſhall it not bee, ju//uiame- 
rt4 2 And how ſhall it be for his Juſtificatio n alone 1 
conteſleI underftand it not. And if ſo be that it was for 
himlielte it was due, and fo not meritorious , as you ar- 
gue. And how ſhall it make Chriſts death to bee mar+ 
veilous > His death will be left inſufficient, and wee in 
our finnes; either this is true or it wastor us, not for 
himſclte. | 

As tor that obedience he was bound to the law of me- 
diatorſhip, it conſiſteth in his whole poverty. Whien as 
being rich he became poorezto inrich us.his riches con- 
| liſted in that glorious eſtate-hee had, being in the forme 

of God, equal! with God ; his poverty in taking our na- 
ture.the integrity of his nature 1m regard -of divine grace 
and the obedience he performed by it: and ſufferings 
fimply. obedience even to the death of the crofle , were 
all his poverty.his humiliation; when he tooke this, hee 
as it were emptyed himſelfe, and became a ſervant : the 
excellency of that nature by un&ion with the holy 
Ghoſt.was but poverty to his tormer rich cftate and the 
Apoſtle ſaith the end was our inriching. When as 
you ſay. ; 

Hee that maintainer that Chrift was beund by abe morell 
Law to die for the ſinnes of men,ſaith in effe# if he had vet died 
be had bin a ſinner, 1] 
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r, Tanſwer;put him our ſurety voluntarily ing wing 
ns Y himſclteto-pay our debt:this being our debt, I quettion 
ich BY not but hee was bound to it. You teea farety is bound 
an : Bf forthatdebt, and muſt topriſon if he pay;not the ſure. 

| ty, not paying transgrefleth the law therein. 
ns Para maketh Chrifts death obedrence to the Lawe, 
he Biſh. Davenant in that place." /fthe righteowſnefſe of C br:ft .. ALLE Eans 
Vas ſatisfying bee made runs by imput ation; why net alſo therighrte- arm we 
IN » owſnefſe o; Chriſt fullfillmg the law > How well he and By, r= fat per im- 


P :tationem cur 


Downham and Parem agree with you the world knoweth non eciam juttitia 


a and I have in partmaniteſted. et logoa ban 
D1 srT. 4. Athingmaybeſaid to be Imputed. | 
to 1. eA Manzowne atts good or evid, when as bee with.. 
te out reward or puniſhment is repated the deer of theww ſo (hriſts 
We Athre and Paſſive obedience, ts Chriſt, and ſinnes of bilizuers *© 

I to themſelves vnd no others, 
Yr 1. This is confefled not uſed in the Scriptures. 
Fe 2. If this be ſo Chriſt did not obey tor himlclfe, his 
Þ life, which is your doctrine, nor lufter for glory your 
n doqrine before.or Gods 1mputar1on is not withour ble- 
C muſh: ſeerng doings are not wxhout reward, nor ſuffc. 

ring: without a returne. 

at 2. It crofleth the Scripture which layeth his poverty 
S down to make # rich,4 $1ns of believers are not fo unpu- 
p ted unto them, ſeeing ſome kind of puniſhments, chaſ- 
« tilements follow 1n all whom God dorh receive fleeing 
a they areimputed to Chrift who latisheth tor them. 
G Theſe at firſt fight ſeem to be againſt this DiſtinRion, 
2 Doings good or evil may bee ſaid to bee imputedts brm 


whey he is attually rewarded or puniſhed for them, or ſhall be in 
time, wnleſſe ſome reaſonable and juſt orcaſion ſhall imervenc to 
alter eith:r of theſe purpoſes concerning him, 

Let this goe , yet alteration in Gods purpole, is an 
harſh expreſsion : alteration in ſuch as are good may 
bee ſuppoſed; and fo fuch as are evill butnot m Gods 
purpole, 

3- eAn other mans iffence may bee imputed to us, when 


wer are looked on as Councellors , &'c., or arepuoiſhed as 4c. 
IO & e«ſary, 
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seſſary and ſo good , whenwe are concerved anthors, teachers, 
True andþoth juſtly or unjuſtly 44 wee are not conneellors, VC. 
4. Hither referre your fourth upon miſtake, 
5+ Wickednef/e or verixe of one, may beſaidto be imputed to 
others , when they ave erther puniſhed or rewarded, becanſe of 
relation te that man. —— [n thus ſence ( and intbu onely the 
ounes of men may bee impnted to { briſt, becanſe hee ſuffered the 
things be did ſuffer in conſideration of them , and theſe ſufferings 
10 14 becauſe we are juſtified in conſideration ofthem. Buttkat 
our's ave reputed co him becauſe bee ts reputed to have commit « 
zed chem, or that his righteouſneſſe Attive or Paſſive, fhonld be 
therefore ſaid ro be imputed to ts, becauſe we arerepu'ed by Ged 
to have done or ſnſfe ed one or ether , bath neuber footing ».o7 
foundation 1 the Scripture or reaſon. BE: os 
1- Vertue in one may be imputed to another. in a 
bare relation, an other may tare the better out of grace 
and bounty. | 

2, Abarerclation 15not enoughtor a juft imputati. 
on of eyll. | ; 

3. Ourrelation to Chriſt is not a bare one. he is one 
head, husband, Saviour. Redeemer, turety voluntarily, 
interpoling himiſelte berween us and God, undertaking 
our debt, 1atisfattion of God, our actuall juſtihcation 
and ſalvation, the Lord graciouſly and rightcouſly well 
pleaſed with the ſame. 

4. Our /»re:5 bare not only our ſorrowes but our ſins, 
and wasa finner , not by committing them, ( or inhe- 
rently) but by 1mputatioh, there mult be the imputati- 
on of fin, elſe not of puniſhment: And both juſtly ſee- 
ing he was in this relation of a ſ«rety,and in bends ts God for 
« , God made hw ſinne who knew none, mths; ſence laidon him 
the miquity of ws all, T.uther calleth him the oreateſt finner. 

And ſo his righteouſneſle active and paizive are _ 
to us, by which wee are made juſt and acquited. They 
are ſubjeRively in him, but by Gods gift or imputation 
10 ours, as it our ſelves, nad ſatished. ee are fownd having 
his righteeuſses, made righteoms , made the r:ghteouſneſſe of 
God in him,as weare ſaid to ſatishe when our ſurety doth 

at 
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it ſo here. So that now we may be calledifulifillers of the Law, 

faich our homile. © 

This is a Colewort often ſodden, a Papiſts device 
manifeſted to be ſo out of their Authors,diicovered and 
defeated by ours before. 

6. That may be ſaidto be imputed to 4 man which eſſential. 
ly and direftly, conduceth either 16 the benefit or paniſomens 
which acernerh 10 bim from that, which is mere properly and 
immediately impuced to him, whenthe good dee's and verine 
7 evill deeds, endtbe corruption whence are impueed ſuppoſe ro 
Wife avd Children, 

' tnthis fence 41 well the habitnall righteontnefſe of Chriffi 
perſon as alt iveobedience may be ſaid to be imputed robehievers, 
becarſe theſe were direllly and eſſentially requiſite to make bu 
death and ſufferings Juſtification and life, and ſalvation to 
them. <— 2. Becanſe its Yemote and ninſucll, and bath no 
manner of countenance from the Scriptare, Pilcator, Parzus, 
and other Orthodox D vine: hve (imply denied all nmput a= 
110n of che Atiwerbedience of Chriff, and * deftrine of inflifi« 
cation would not at all [nffer of the expreſſion were laid aſide. 

For your doublectle and hob Divine ractiſe, Two 
or three have many thouſands againſt them and you, 
who ſhew the contrary; I have read Piſcatorrecanted. 

For Pare when as hee putteth Chriſts humiliation 
from his incarnationto his death, that which i impu- 
ted, cannot exclude the Active obedicnce of Chrift, in- 
deed tiis patsion was active. But I argue whatſoever 1sdi- 
realy and eflentially-requiſite to make thedeathof hiſt 
Juſtihcation,and life and ſalvation. That hath counte- 
nance in the Serprares , thoſe divines cannot reaſonably 
deny. Andif it were laid afide, would cauſethe doctrine 
of Juſtification to ſuffer; deſtroy the very eſlznce of it, 
nay Chriſts death, | 

But both the habitvall righteouſnes of Chriſts perſon 
as well as his «ire obcdience are eflentially & directly 
requiſite, &c. as hath beene further opened. Ergo, 

That which is effentiall.isHot ce»ſ« fine qu 1on,canſe # 

we qu4 n8n,1s Called, canſe folide & vciesa,becaule it 15 only 
Pp preſent 
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preſent in theattionanddoth nothing therein : DoQor 
bor againſt Biſh. p. 497. It'sablolutely neceflary,and 
eternally, Its the matter or forme or both, 

7, -A thing may be ſaid16 be mputcd to a man when a bee 
i dealt with, as if he had north, but _ IT Par right in wy 
priviteages ſome orber way ſorighteanſne{/e ic ſaidrobeinmputed, 
to bi i aber Roms. 1, Mx * ory a 

64 pramiſed ro:aperfett right enſues of the law, thong b thers 

per ſmelbfonnd — Fu. nr Chrift by by deavb ba pur- 
thaſed ſuch aright to thefe previtedges , which i ſeiled on him 
on believing ; So that God looks on bim with the ſame grace and 
feavenr wherwith hee would loakginger bim legally righteom nee 
ver fimning, : 

Ttake what you lay down, thata belieycr by believing 
in Chriſt, rslooked on with the lame grace and favour 
wherewith God wouldlooke on onenever finni $lcgal- 
lyrighteous? That ther's no ſuch rightcouſnefle.in 
him. That its, 

x. Purchaſed by Chriſts death. O.but deny that all, 
thats meant'by imputatiqn of rightcouſncile, Roma, 4. 


6,17. | 
2. That death hath ative obedience an eſſential re- 
quifite ex conceſſ;and I afhrme, thatthe right and priyi» 
ledges may bee ſctled'on us beleevers: there mutt bee an 
imputation of , the rightcoulneſle of Chriſt , as the 
cauſe; Of that right and priviledges. 1 am found in 
Chritts righteoutſnetle, 1oGodlooketh on mee asnever 
finning, a»legally rightcous. Iam by this imputation 
conſtituted righteous and lodealt with: the unputation 
of paſvive rtghteouſnes is graunted by P:ſcarorand others 
to avoid Soomianiſme: and that which is Active1s not to 
be excluded, is inſeparable, it it be an efſcentiallrequeſite 
to-his death, that we may be juſtified by it. | 
8, One'thing may beſaidte be imputed to 4 man for another, 
when the rights of anr are conferred onthe performance of the 
cher, Or whenon mevfftnce heis charged with the guilt of 4. 
other , the guilt and $00 wa whereof are more notorious, 
Thus heethat provideth not far bis owne demyeth the Fanh, 


I. 


[ 
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j.. The impmied unte hom, becauſe the cvill conſequen. 
ror of ri, rune the ſame. Burare awerwaby Ace 
hnowleilged, 10 areſe fromehe later : ſo faith is ſaid to be inyyw. 
red for regbrevwſneſſe, 4 Rom. 3. 5. Fe. Breanſe the ſameyri. 
viledge- which originally did briong wnto legaltrightconſuer are 

" wow ſetled on believing, : 

I have need of comment upon your comment and 
text tio, my braiacs are very muddy, you bee mudde 
what ſhould give cleerenefle, to what you intend. . 

But 1 anſwere, faith is ſaid to be umputed for righte- 
outneſſe m a figurative ſenſe, taking m the object the 
righteouſneffe of Jetus Chritt, asat-largebofore-: And 
therefore is a man'by taith as one legally righteous, in a 
more excellent eſtate, and hence the praviledges, From 
Faith as arr Inftrument applying that r1 qucooineſs 
whichGod imputed: From which properly thoſe pri- 
viledges, belong and come unto as. 

9. Matrer of profit comming tv 4 man by way of debt or de. 
nation, may be ſaidto be imputed to him +'thiu Ro. 4. 4. the 
reward, viz of ſaftification and life,)is ſaidiobee reckoned wy 
iimpnredre bim that worketb ;and ſo deſerverhit : If Gea ſhould 
reward man with life wen ebediencets the law : ſuch areward 

ſhowld not be leoked an ax matter of grace but debt. 

1. The Apoſtles plamewords to him that workgth is th e 
rewdid, not reckaned of grace, but of debr, {0 wee looke for 
nothing but by Gods free grace through therightcoul- 
——q Jeſus Chrift, imputed 26 _us by.Gead, reccived by 

This word you ſay is incumbred with variety of ac- 
ceptationsiever morc;thanke your {elfe to my remem- 
brance I never read it ſo much ineumbred elſewhere in 
atty marrs writmg. (as that Fiſh)- you bee muddevlecre 
water. It ſheweth to me: you would faine eſcape undi(- 
covered in this muddeand blind eyes, that thty may 
not ſee your error. 

I now come to the 5. Diſftimition : Obedience to the 


Morall Law , may be faidtoberequired.. - 
T. By wapof Inlifoates a 


bat « man; waies way be efteemed 
Pp3 prrfettly 


es 
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perfeltly rightcoms by God and nave all the priviledges. 

2. by way of :ſaniification that bee may teſtifie hu expreſſe 
ſubjettion to Godin bath vefþells , it was required of man in ie 
nocency, and./Angels ſrl: and of Chriſt bimſciſe,compa)e Ma, 
3-16.with Jo, 15.10. | 

Since the fallits net required by way of Taſtification inthe * 
fence expreſſed but onely is the way of ſantt1ſication, x. Becauſe 
4 ſennev is 108 capable of ſwcb obedience, 2. Becauſe Gods other 
way u faith is { brift, 

Therefore to affirme the fulfilling of the Law is required of 4. 
ny man either by bimſel[e or another in his ſtead: For Iuſtifi. 
Fation it 18 affirms, that « man that hath finned, bath not ſumed, 
er that which 'Grd bath ſaid he hath wſaid, 

> Obecdicnce to the Morall Lay, required of Adam was 
nothing ele but his expretle {ubjection to Grd.and plca- 
ſing h1m' in all things, this was perfe& righteoulnefle : 
to which pertormed lite was promuted fo ro Angels. 
Lher's an other reaſon ot Chriſt, of whoſe poverty 
this was a part, hebecame a man, ſubmitted to the Law 
for us, became poore for us, and not tor himſelte. 

Thus Har. 3. 15. It becatne him to fullfill all righ- 
tcoulncfle; as a ſwrery borne ro w, givents w, and I thinke 
that particular.his baptifme, is numbred amongſt his 
me diatory atts by the fautors of that diftinchion:tome 
it ſcemeth cther's a ſamenefle of reaſon of that particular 
and all righteouſneſfle, all beſeemed him as the 4ſediator 
and-as our ſurety. And what was due by us, was Gods 
commandement to Chriſt and on him as our ſurety. 
Since the fall we cannot ſubje& our ſelves to the Law 
that we np ady juſt before God, neither is ſub. 
jection by Hcation, the onely way that is required. 

Perfect obedience 15 ſtill required to life, though we 
are notable; and it's impoſsible it's due and in farce an 
our ſurety. I have read the morall law to be, lex ererne, 
&3 e/erne obl:gationss, and of cternall obligation, Treez. x, 


p67. 
That then we may have life; cither it muſt be anſwe- 
red by our ſelves or another, that other I aflert to ___ 
| oy 


—y 


—_—— 


— 
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Swrety Chrift, who as he died for my Juſtification, obey- 
ed the Law for bclievers in }ctus Chriſt;remember that 
eſſential to his death that we may live. By Gods imputa- 
tion of the pertect obedience of Chrilt to Gods Law;we 
are rightcous.not as by {antitication, but pesfeRly, and 
wee _ it by Gods other way, faith in Chritt as you 


In TPP , 
To afhirme tne ls fullflling of the law , is required 


—_—. 


| of any man, or an other in his ſtead for Juſtification- 


Neitherathrmeth that a man that hath finned hath nor 
fin'd, nor yer that God hath unſaid what he hath faid, ES 
Gofpell righttouſi efſe is the fullfilling of the law, performed, Fn ___ 
wet by ur but tether 1woputed to mo, | legis non a nobis 
Even Geſpell-righteouſueſſe u the fullfiling of the Lax, net... w — 
ther d1th it fight with the Law, fer the Law 3; not aboli{ped by nedlhamem ales 
the Goyfell, but eſtabliſhed. or CO 
\ 'Dt's'T. 6. (rift may bee ſaid ro keepe the haw intefes Caocgp. 148, 
Fence to 8nr juſtification, w ties, 1. ae MM, 2,11 087 trad; in a b- 
' the former ſenſe it's admitted net in the latter. The former ias- inplaio, nexe 
ports onely it had an infiluence into enr luſtification, and did Poona cum lege 
' contribuce that which was of abſolute nee:ſſity thereuns, The cnn 
later imports that the kery.ug of the Law was promarily requi» ole ed fins 
red of every man for his luſtification, fincethe fall: Andthat *' © 
God (man being unable )ſemt Chriſt to performit in th cir rooms: 
which ſuppoſition ftand: convitt of manifeſt untruth, in the for .. 
wer diftinftion, and elſe where. lGh Lcd y 
Seethe former Diſtin&ion , and the place and. you 
ſhall lee itcleered + It's mdeed oppolition to the Apol- 


"tle almoſt in termes, Ke.8. 34. as hath beetralfo ſhewed, 


and ſhall bewhen I come to-that Scripture afterwards. 
DrsT.7. 1ultification of 4 ſinner, [ meane Paſſive. 

though it bee the ſame emire effeft may be aſcribed to many can- 

ſer very different, 

| This if it be adiſtinRion, we ſubſcribe to; and thinke 

it againſt your (elfe, when as you eſtabliſhing the ordi- 

nation of God that Faith ſhall juſtifie, deny faiths do- 


ng it asreceiving/in that name, wee have oblerved 


to have their place and yeild. it of all tho reft of the 
cauſex. Pp3 CHAP 


Caxar 


- 


Containing Examination of 
aDelineation of JubFifcation in the Cauſes. 
ofit: According to the Concluſions and 
Diſtinitions laid downe. 


| Shall be very bricfe in Examination Your 
| {cope 15 to diſtover theweakcnefle of argue 
ments, brought againit your Concluſion 7 
that 1s, that faich ma proper ſenſe is imputed for 
Dn righteonſneſſe and not the obedience of Chrift, If 
T paſle what hath not this ſcope, I ſuppoſe I do.cnough 
toour purpole:. You promiferules. _ 
Ruhke, rt. There are 4. cauſes to which every being t ta bee 
reduced, ; 
This I grant, though there are who referte all to 2. & 
ſome 3. and ſome s5.. 
2. Andyour {ccond, bgtant; : 
3 ledenmure on theth>ehird, til Tcome toapghi- 
cation ; your idle 1ay-in an improper ſeni{cther's lome 
exception3 and Iknow not that cauſes; arenot 1umpro_ 
per as well as proper. ; 
P.69. P.4. Canſerare tither remote dy neere, The per- 
fonall bolyneſſe and attive obedience of C brift by 7 Law , r 47 
efficient amore cauſe, qualifying him for ſuch ſufferings, wher- 
6 Fuhfean was procered, Int beds immediate influence 
therewnts. 
- Sit»Ithinke it as necreax the ſufferings of Chriſt, ſer- 
ing its ffenrialy requi/re,to make his death aud ſuffering. 
£0 
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if we prove it part of the matter; andthar it's ap 
the forme thereof. | tub 

Pag. 73. Tam make our [nbjeft the matter of an agdident, and 
that ut bath no oth er but the ſubjett or objett, ani w/e it uuted 
& concerning 4 fþeciallueine ofthe queſtion. 

In your application you ſay : Pag. 77. God « the of - 
ficient of Juſtification and nouther kind, But whether is hee 
not the fnall cauſe? Doth hee it notfor himfelfe > 
The glory ot his wiſedome, mercy, Juſtice ? it fo hee is 
£cthcient and finall. p | 

When -you ſpeake here of God , out ef awrhority, and 
power, and mere) juſtify:ng ; you name not Juſtice, yet the 
Apoftle joyneth that with grace, z.Kow.15 &c. _ 

Ss Chrilt « the impulſive morall externallcanſe, bis death, 
4 Ephel- 32. 3: Rom. 24. Neuher can the death of (Chriſt 
with any ſbew ef reaſon,r wth any colonrable conſtrull ioh of con- 
g1#1ty of ſpeaking, bereferred to any ether cauſe, but the impul- 

oe onely, —— And it's yet more repugnant 10rcaſon, it ate 


wake Chriſt himſelfe , or any rightconſneſſe of bi: whatſaever, 


to-cffec Juſtification; as your ſclte.: which wall apperre 
yedin 


 themaiter or material cauſeof luſtification: as the Socinian 


diſcoverer; Pa. 139. or the forme. But it s 4 ftireine of wr. 
reaſonableneſſe above ailrheroſt,to make them the material and 
formall cauſe too, 

Now to theſe in Order. 

Againe,I grant Chriſt a Moralb, externall, impulſive 
caule ; a meritorious cauſe of his death; yet his Active 
obedience may not be excluded. To thu kind of cauſe: (ay 
you, Pa. 81. mw/t be reducedtheattive or perſonal righteen| 
neſſe of Chriſt: And twhevas you adde, though it benot ſarts.. 
fattory frmphly and diveilly in it ſelfe , nor contributing any thing 
immediately by way of merit to Inſtification. How can it be 
truth ſeeing of that Active obedience. You ſaid but 
now; that : chat theſe were direfthy and efſemrally requiſite ts 
wabe bis dc2th and ſuff wings Inſtification and bife/Suffcrings 
cannot excludehis Adive obedience, being direfthy and 
eſſentially requiſite, to that end. Andalſolecing « qual. 
Heth in part our ſacrifice of Chriſt , for that fullneſſe aud _— 

o 


ee 
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of acceptatio» with God, of which offer what's eſſentiall 
* Canſs adjurans will not be puta far off from tufferngs when they pro- 
ciens principals duce this ettect. ; : . : b 
quia una cum pa= You ſay ( brift dying righteous , andbeing God, his drat 
nn. holds ont weight and worth, merit andſatisfattion forthe whole 
a .; World, Pag. 203. andeallit the qual:fication in part, for that 
4206s - 050 ma - meriterionſueſſe of bis death ; _ may ftandthe whole World 
he ſaith, arigface ſtead for their Tuſt:fication, Pag. 204. 
Ge rats "Which as his _ 1s ment1 ſs his opedience 15not 
juſtitiz noltr® excluded by which we are righteous. 5. om. 19, 
nd the | ed y | . 
bv theinrhde And when as you urge thole words for b:: ſake, Eph. 
mergent, Whn# though there be truth in them as applyed yet the wor 
he had ſaidobſer- 1s | N n ou in F; 
vaudum ergo,not AFG s's xyirw 4s God hath been gracions nato you m ( briſt. 
codem ſenudics = = (;. But cannot bereferredto any kind of cauſe elſe , but 
nos gratia Det ct . J: 
merits Chriſ@ the impulſive only, : 
ti—— juſtia". Chrift 13 not onely the impulſive efficient, but 
zprimaintelligls ** . "A f 
wn: deauala __ rincipall,*ar<« calleth him, * «n ad:xvanr canſe becauſe 
lava ine. be obtainerb, and efficiext prixc-pall becauſe regether with the 
materializ When Father he juſt ifieth. k 
we are ſaid tv be The Soune of Man hath power ts for we fonnes, be « exal. 
juſtsfied by theme- - . , wy; ſinn y ) -wee are 
vir of Chrift, its ted, a Prince and Saviour to give rem(ſton of ſunnes | 
means of and jufified ivthe name of Chriſt; 6 che pirir of our God, 
odoo marie Obje. 1's 4 great fanlt chat Mr. Walker makerh Chritt 
Chriſti iuſtifica- |, any r:ghteonſneſſe of his, che matter or materiallcauſe of our 
mur partim -_ 1 ftificarion 
Cana materia ! = . | . 
juttibeationiot- - Mr. #alker was not the firſt by many that ſpeake and 
_ —— {o. * 
licata pla*cmus " HS : . 6G medics mate. 
, i uſt \tamnr paitim mt cauſa impulſiya procatar 
-— _ om lt cole 1 nihilpreter meritumChriſti - PRISONS __ 
Juſtikcamur d abus rebus ſed viarnegs 9 inſtrumenta apprchendentc juſtuiam ; mer. 
ſt; ateriali iſtics pag. 349» : 4 ad 
yon Bene droge ape ory? Fuſe «Bet pafſ, 173 his DIES _—_— = erp 
plexi illa Chriſti j iſKitia, allj, 3- poſteriores j 'ſtitias Chriſti, mare: 1am, bimſelfe and all « IS ad 
rantum juſtitias Chriſti poſteriores materiam faciuntz pag- 194,59 ſec "1 , 
hs iudec . , +. 
by rig ring ſee Mr. Wot, GP, p- mow 1 cabs 1 _ drafit 't < 4 Gon I. inftit, 
nd i dc - E. Yo3 * I rrcic » SNcanus o_tr . . 
rai ns 4d 1" jenny bro wet 1” Aur. F, our Detox Down. l pi. ©, fo fob te Krnmgenyn 
drjuptif.p: 136. Mr, Forbs mothing ſaith hee, 5» heaven or invarth ; i» man. or viebout man he 
matter of mans righteouſneſſe before God, exc ops on ely Chriſt, c,22,/.5%5, &c, Tow frerr # 


way betb againſt your third rule in parte __ 


— "of = SG _wd .co 
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Now let us heare your argument, againſt this. 

Pag. 85. 1, By makzng theje the materiall Cane of Juſtifi- 
cation they deveſt and Foil them of the bonowr of canſality, 
which i proper unto them,and ſevent ime; more honourable then 
that which 1s chis way atrributed to them, vid. of that cauſal. 
gy we call meritoricws. 

1, Thenthey are both meritorious which you ſeem c 
to deny, p. $1. ; 

2. Did wedeny it meritorious, your argument might 
be to ſome purpole. It's requiſite, that the efentiall cau. 
ſes of our Juſtification, ſhould have worth in them, and 
be meritorious * «< ,, . wo  8t\/$15h 

Bmt this cannot be, ſay you, by our third Rule. That no 
one cauſe whatſoever can put on more habitwdes,or cawſality then 
one. in reſpeft of the ſame effelt: So that if Chriſt be the merito- 
rious and impulſive cauſe, which ts gran: ed on allhands, even by 
the men againſt whons [ rc aſou,jt cannot be deemed the majeriall 
cauſe alſs, 

1- Your Rule is falſe as by that inftance of Ged, who 
is the cfhcient and finall cauſe. Himſelfe doth all for 
hamſelte, the laſt end, of b:2v, and through bim, and ro him 
areal things,towhom be glory for ever, Amen, 11, Romeult. 
ſelte is the end which moycth himſelte,the effici- 
cient, to worke. : 
The Loeiciancalleth ths « moſt eleeve Axiom the laft end 
andihe fir —_ - 26), "hdr Joom thin Jrhers a Preclarum ax. 
oper fpeegh dorb nothing for an end diverſe from bimſelſe, oma, res cmni- 
_ Y our Rule is falls in the judgment of all thoſe who CRISES 
ive Chriſt the meritorious caule, and the materiall, as I 2m a an 

Ve pr oved. | - propi ic loquende 

3. . Yea I pray you conſider whether Chriſt bee not a bil gt-<prop- 
finall cauſe Mts, whether he had not reſpect to the glory verlum.Kghg og, 
of himielfe as mediator > Was it not Gods covenant *#* + 
with him, on his execution of Ofhce? 55./eſ. 5. 1hat be 
Eavmng glorified God on earth, and finiſhcd the worke hee gave 
him to doe,prajeth for x7.Joh.5.andnew O father glorifie they 
me with thine owne ſelfe, with the glory which [had with thee, 

Qq before 


*. 
[_ 
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before the world was, it 'snotcfientiall 
covenantedto'yive him'on finiſhing the, Jo YH | 
; and the Saints have given'it to hint, t Tims. 
6. 14,15'16, and 78.2 2 and what was that high exalta- 
ou of Prog tothe PI but the glory of hisme- 
1atOr- ? 
Who Koweth not bur man believing is is a6 efficicht ? 
You alſo call him the warter ef Iuſbificatron,and you mike 
eat ſubordinate end which heth faireſt ard fu o in view 
to ou. ty" Sight of alt men the advancement of perſons i aiotha 
D_ E oebofoltrs &e. p84: and faith it 4s inf! aens 
yy capſe, true as you,, p. 
"You argne, Fhe r int Wa 5 &f (brift Aline or * 5 
Ph or beth, cannet bee the matter of Inſt:fication, becauſe t 
matter of a thing is alwaie! ens incom pletum,warill the intro.. 
dutt ion and wnion of the form with it utc gives perfettion _ 
being and exiſtence 18 it, but Chriftt rightconſnes hath a 
being neither can it fall wnder imagination: what forms it ſb 
capable of that by wnjon with it, ſhould addr beauty and cor 

Elon LOA 

The rigteonſnefle of Chriſt how 8 ever it 
ſelte: yet hath'thE nature of bays hereand - 
long as it 15 matter not a wig eto it wok 
the faith of ſuch as do ply - . enaturtd Rong 
e6mpounded of Elements, is'i»complerms, in regard 
oy efft& man; before information. 

, plication of the righteoulnefle of Jelus: Chriſt in 
of a forme compleateth not the matter J burthe 
JT REeaior ot a'believer. 

And yet then hath it. &inſomuch(as it were)its dehive; 
1t's appetite to 1t. and acquieſcence inyoying it, as be= 
ing intended by God and Chriſt to that wor r evers 
Juſtification , and other end, as wee lay of aturall 
matter. 

2. ifirbee the matter cit her properly or imporgerly ſo called; z 
a atter properly ſocalled it cannot be,wbich theycall materia 
ex qua: Gbecanſerbic kind of matter, 1. Trproper to Ro 


Lis 6. 
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aria th hw 5/ah cf on 
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nth + 
bitantia: 3.11 canner be 8part of juſt. 
Rn thu 4 forme & qualit pd one 
r,cannetbe aft Re. Laſtly, 


gn io "When ou 7 mea 1s 
Ganrall care hen you thy eres to ſpcake wat AT Ser 
and{oto belong to tormes, and they thall be 


gr" ha. 2s you lay it camet ole matter of juſtification, it 
bring an attion, that a quality : Y.ou cannot 
that accidents ſimply are reduced to quantity and qua- 
lity-and jukificarionbeings jufk making, as there muſt 
be ſomewhat that hath proportion .to matter ex gue, 
ſo Chritts Naboninedarer teh of ations, and-his 
palsions were active as, « ©: {o that ther's good anala, 
gy ; butI might. pale this. 

2. That #t cannot be _ improperly called, may be de- 

monſtrated, for that it is either in qua or cerca quam : the 
Hogs o7 ob Het, The righteauſueſſe of (hrift can be neitber of 


There i 15 FY third thats neith&. ſubje& nor obje&. 
Your (cltp iniyour explanatio#Ff this cauſe prove a 
third, the wbiteneſſe in the wal, It's enough there be jon! 
kinde of ts maitex.properly ſo called in accidents. 
your {elfe (paakevarhe Fineemcng of a wall, there fauf 

ſome mates ;-thas I call the colour in chalke or 
the ſubje&; this is the.matter the Plaiſterer uſeth to 
whitethewall, the chalk-ftone or lime in which the 
colour 15 not that that whitcth, but que whitenefle ad- 
hereth, her's analogy; So when as the Loxd maketh 
«doth it with the righteoulnelle 


Qqa 


juſt and rightcous, 


fe - wt ie perſon endwerth 1 canner be the weak 
HE ver, properly fo Þ called, ' 
ws. 2: operly ſo we cannot 
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of Chriſt ; as the wall is made white with that colour, 
ſo a believer righteous with rightcoutneſle ; and'in this 
I ſce the judgement of almoſt alt Divints concurring, 
as betore. Andthus T1 pafle to what you ſay it nwſt be. 
It muſt be either the ſubjelt or 0b;ettof Juſtification, God or 
war : the former xs #nquorh ; it muſt be then {ubjectum re- 
Cipicns, or objetum, and then rhat, I believe rber's no other 
aadreer, THY | 
But Sir, if man believing be the matter, either 94 
man, or believing? not g#« man, a ſubſtance cannot. be 
the matter of an accident or action * if g#4 believing 
taith's an inſtrument , and ſoan cfticient, and by your 
third Rule cannot be the matter. And though our 
ſubjeR and objett are termed matter, yet the Logician 
\, telleth you, that it's contuſion of thoſe which 'matter 
mai and abuſe: who therefore handleth them diſtinfly. 
eumillud rribui- Before I pafle tothe forme, Ile contider what's {aid to 
& objedto, e inſtruments. | 
ipſe Malenitven P12, Here you confeſle, f1irb by the wniforme Doftrine 
th,that Logi- .. , . 
eian K.cckerwan : of Reformed Amthors , is an infirumemall efficient, 
de Mareria- Of this we have ſpoken ; Divines make it an inftru- 
ment, and give the effect to it,becaule of that of whuch it 
is an inſtrument, the rightcouinefſe of Chriſt ſo all. 
Muſculm and Aretiw, as 15 ſhewed. The impultive is 
Chrifts righteouſnefle. which 15 not of the ſamekinde 
with faith, and ther's the ſame reaſon of other places, 


where deliverance 1s Nee be aule they believed, which 


— 


was but a flying for rye to God in Chriſt, and laying 
hold by faith as an ifftrument, that which hath the 
prom ſe. 

How Satraments ſhould become inſt1umentall cauſes or 
weanes of Inftification, muſt be hnwne by inquiring at the 
Oracle at Rotne for neither the Scriptnres nor the Reformed 
Religion have any of this learning m them, 

Sacramen's are viſible words, and their office is to 
fiene and feale to believers, the whole Covenant 1n the 
blood of Chrift. The Apottle calleth Coen th 

g"e 
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ne and ſeale of the righteowſuefſe of Faith, 4 Rom. 11. b 
6 i juſtification and pardon: and when as the Sup. 
per of our Lord 15 :he New Teftament that is a figne and 
tcale of the New Teftawment in the blood of Chrift ſhed for re. 
w://ion of finnes. $ 

I queſtionnot but they are powerfull inftruments for 
confirmation of our faith, ot Juſtification and 
of finnes ; 
trary, otherwiſe I hold them not cauſes inftrumentall. 

And now tor the formall cauſe : | 
- And here palsing the Pontifician opmionwhich mak- 
cth it to conſiſt in Faith, Hope and ty, come we 
to your conceipt of the opinion of the Socinian diſco- 
yerer, Mr. #alker, which is, 

Not better but rather at far deeper defiance both with reaſon 
andtruth, Whats the matter? 

Doxbilefſe her's t#9, much matter to make 4 good forme. 

But ifall berightly taken, there's what doth it. Ju- 
ſification 1s by the communion and imputation reci- 
procall of our finnes to Chriſt and his righteouſnefle to 
us : that which followeth ſheweth how 1t's effected by 
the Spirit dwelling 1» us working faith ; this recipro- 
call imputation and communion 15 the formall cauſe of 
our Juſtihcation. 

By this the matter is applyed, we are made perfe&tly 
righteous, and freed from our finnes. Againſt this you 


; 'fthe forme ſtand: inthat communion betweene ns and (hrift, 
then Chriſt is juſt fied with the ſame luſtification, 

Had you put in and reciprecell :mputation of ou? finuerts 
((orift and bis righteon/nefſe rows, you would have percei- 
ved, whats communicated on either fide. 

And you know we all hold we are juſt:hed formally 
(that 1 , as twere by a forme there being akinde ot ana- 
logy: by the ſame righteouſnefſle with which Chritt is 
juſtified : hough tiot *od-ms mode, which you muſt de- 


ſtroy bet t the maſtery, 
[troy betore you ge o . = a 4 


See Dr, Prid, de 


and I remember not that I have read the con. i**+ 2: 156 
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An iadivid4all 
at and Wholc 
rugethers 


4. . That comwnnion is net rig ſe direth or indiretb.. 
ly,conferaung tothe Laws equrnalentiner tntoryrecatively, and, 
therefore MG 273 $6OT wn kkVi TI YSEETEL $4 p "* + ot 

The righteouineſſe of Chriſt is the matter communi- 
on and imputation thereof with him, is ever trot 
not communion hut:communication, imputatioh;ap 

& £Q 100 Au ; iniſtake fi - 1Þ 


. 


you | 


effeti of the ail of | mſt1fjoaroon; vht: eff of 6,4 
P-1 37. Whereas commnngon anfort' from ele Holy Gh and. 
bes fore 1h: impoſſible that this communienſhonld. be the cauſe 


ewaltef (uftrfieation. |, 11 1 

The effec of Gods att juſtifying.s juſtification, how 
that ſhail be the formall caule ot it 1elte; I cannot yet 
CONCAVE. MP 

Let 1t be granted an a& of God, yet its by the commu... 


nion of the Spirit mn that place, as it we were riot ;ufefled 


bythe Speret of our-Geod, or the Sputit were not God, as'if + 


Goddid not ex wy. Ps es 4s 10 urs hbi- 
Seuxe ; {0 we e of: kis'righycouſne juſtifca-. 
tion, and God calleth and cauſeth-that union and com. 
munionby the. Spirit, and mutuall unputation, 

4+ Thus communion-bet weene us and Chriſt, 1 « conſaquent, 
of our juflificatron, and 1aketh not place, nor bath being ih, 
after we be fully and compleatly-inflified; this be. macheth 
when he writeth /1t ariſeth from communion with the Spirit, 
which « (bedom believing, and con|equently after our Inſtifica.. 
tion, for Inſtification followeth faith cleſly, as imagination it 
ſelfe can imagine, its evident from 7 Ju, 39. & 15. Acts $.. 
2 Ads28: & 6 Ads 5. As 8. 15. 16. Ke: 17: with | 
15 "mx 19. ſo that union follometb,and can not be the formall. 
cauſe . ns | 
r. When you ſpeake of a full and compleate Juſtifi. - 
cation, you mtimate an- incampleate one, and degrees, *-. 
juſtification hath none- but is | «ts individine &r fah | 
rorwe] as Divines ſpeake, and thereby difference it from. 
ſanification. | 4 Ny 


| 2. Its 
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* rine, which maketh 


+. 1t5a moſt unſound. poſition and uinony'a D 


c orb falontpwi a2T 
ter ws or ow 
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tion ; or ap whom we ropes 
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;m parcake"of righteouſae 7 
redemption.” | 


; When Mr- ke Gith, it from 
or communion by the Spirit, he th ay 
by the Spurit is before it, irs rile is from thence. © © 

Grant the Spirit ſhed abroade in believings (hich yet 
in order of nature 1s firſt cauſing bel1evings, God by the 
Spirit calleth.to faith whereby we receive Chriſt, and 
have union and communion with him; by both theſe 
wearc one with-Chriſt and have communion) it follow- 
eth not that itsafter juſtification, but "before to 'uniom 
and communion, and fo juſtification, and though juſti- 
fication followeth faith cloſely, yertits faith in Chrift 
uniting and. cauftug commonion with him ,- from 
whence alſo ſanRification-arriſeth, which" iti 'ordex of 
nature ore a qualifying Faith; and <0n« 
ditioning the perſon to the ſame. 

That believers ſhall and do reecivethe Spitit, maketh 
not for you, for the Spiticreceived giftifieth, 6: y98 arc 
waſhed, but you are ſanit: fied, but you are-jnftified, in the nawe 
of the;Loyd Joſm; and by the Spiriz of env Gol: 1: Cor.. 6; 11. 
Ge doth it by bus Spirin, Acts 15.8, g. Ged giving the He 

Ghoſt tothe Gentiles as well at the lewes, put no difference 
| 4 « andthew, purifying their hearts by fath. God by 
the Holy Ghoſt puri cir _ by faith; in regard 
of ſan&tifcation and juſtihca 

AQ 2: 39. they muſt honing andre and be Baytized fer 
remiſſion of ſuner when its ſaid}. hat _ the gift 
of the Hoh Ghoſt i the meaning 76 that 
gift which they heard and: ſaw ar-thatt 6 Ih others, 
SHER all believers have not ; and I Hreate you to _ 
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See A.8.15, me whether belicying and repentance are not the gifts 
"x &19-2. of the Holy Ghoſt given ſuch by 
@ 11, I5- 


the Lord : #4. 6. 5+ 
both are coupled, Faith and the Holy Ghoſt, and hee 
giveth the Holy Ghoſt to believers, -&s 1x. 15. but 
wha's chat to prove the giving of the Holy Gholt atter 
juſtification ? 

Your 5 1s theſame with your firſt argument, and 
hath aniwer there, and 1t you would have underitood his 
words, you might perceive he underſtood a recizrocall 
imputation, in which as we arc aſlerred to be made par- 
takers of his rightcouſnefle, he was of our ftinnes. \/ |, 

And juſtifica;zon of Chrift as well as us nught tollow, 
if righteoutnefle were: communicated or 1mputed to 
him in Mr. #/er- ſpeech by the Holy Ghoſt, or trom 
us, but theſe are dreames and muſtakes you lay, 

If communion be recipreeall, impuration x6 xot, uhich yet ® 
j oh by the ſame breath, becanſe this 11 av alt of the Fa- 
ther, whereas communren floweth from the Holy Ghoſt, theſe are 
«ls really differing, impoſſible to combine a5 one forme. &c. 

The conſequence is denyed, and the reaſon thatthey 
are two differing afts ; both denote but the apphcation 
of the matter, which us by analogy the forme, or intro- 
duction of it. and when you prove it becauſe one 1s done 
by God the Father, the other by the Spirit, you ſeem to 
forget that both perſons are one God, and that God, Fa- 

ther,Son and Holy Ghoſt juftifie: the Spirit is the Spizit 
of our God and weare juſtified by the ſpirit of our God. 

7. Reciprocal mpmtationby it ſelfe cannot be the forme, be» 
eaxſe it comprehend; two diftinit at s of God, imputation of our 
ſmnes to (brift and of bis righteouſuefſe to ws, which really dif-. 
fer, now its impoſſible that any forme ſhenld be made of plurality 


of ingredients, | 
They are the ſame acts of God ; God on mans belic- 
ving conferreth the righteoutnefſe of Chrift on him, 
acquitteth him of his finnes, they being by the'ſame 
act put upon.the (core of Chriit. This 1 ſappole ias his 
meaning. wy | __— 


— - — 


Part2, TheDofirine of Juſtification cleared. 


And if our queſtion were ot a forme properly fo cal. 
led, we might nearken to your axiome, and yet put you 
to worke to tell us what 15 /0ra-e weſts, whether it hath 
not many ingredicnts, whether the tormes of the 1eve- 
rall elements arc annahuared, or made matter, or are in- 
gredients to the torme, and 1t not, how there can be a 
relolution of them, and how there are ftill their proper 
qualitics ; but chis were to be wanton. 

- For accidents 11s manitelt, learning as a forme maketh 

learned, and wt.en we judge one 1o indeed, its from all 
or many torts of learning. theres not onely a plurality 
burmulriplicity of Learning. 

2. 1t5 impojible, berauje ety the believing ſinner i1(as bath 
been fully proved): 1 the mozter of juſtification ; now the forme is 
ever in conjunttion with the matter proyer $0 it, and never with 
any ether: Chriſt being no believing from, 5 no fitting matter 
for the forme of that luſtification to be conpled with it, 13 cannes 
be that impmiation of inner to him ſhould be the forme it 


ſelfe, 


That which is the foundation 1s ſandy, that a belic- 
ving ſinner is the marter of juſtification, its ſhewed to 
be to before ; theres no juſtihication of Chritt aflerted, 
and ſo no need that hc ſhould be a believing finner. 

When God juttiheth us he acquitethus ot our finnes 
by the fame act heremoveth them trom us, he tran- 

atech them to Chrifts account. 

J. No umpuration whatſoever, or of whatſoever can be the 
forme of luſtification, 1. Becauſe its norightconſneſſe, whereas 
a forme of luſtification muſt of neceſſity be a righreouſneſſe ; 
righteonſneſte impmred is 4 righteonſneſie, but the impuration of 
righteouſneſte cannot be righteonſneſse, 

Righteoulnefle, its true, muſt be to make one righ- 
teous, but thats the matter, imputacion ot ir or it 1m1pu- 
ted 15 the forme, the introduction of this which is un- 
putacion hath the place of a torie. 

2. And this introduttion giveth denomination, it's a 

conſtitution of a man righteous. 
Ky 9, The 


r 
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9. The 4wther falls off from thts, and affirmes the righte- 
o0uſneſſe of Chriſt it ſel/eto be rhis forme. 

He is like himſelfe, and never meant other thing by it, 
as is ſcene hereby 

10. {nthis voluminons multiformed deſcription of the for- 
mall cauſe, thers no mention of forgiveneſſe of ſinnes, as if they 
pr nodealing together, Reformed Divine; thmke then of neere 
affinity. 

And.ſodo we, for the one is the cauſe, the other the 
efte& or conſequent, as is often (aid. 

. 3» Neither can that opinion. ſtand which maketh the impu. 
ration or application of the righteouſneſe of Chriſt, the forme of 
Inftification, 

his is the ſame, and how you have proved it we 
have ſcene, you necd not repcate it, and yet you turther 
argue againſt it, 

If the righteonſneſſe. of Chriſt be the matter and-impmt ation 
thereof the farms, then one righteonſneſſe muſt be the ſorme of 
another righteouſneſſe, becauſe the forme muſt needs be arigh. 
reonſneſſe ; if the matter and forme be arightcouſueſſe, one muſt 
informe the other ;. 4 greater abſurdity j4 the, reaſon of any 
conſidering man can beare 

I deny the conſequence--I deny the proofe, that the 
forme inuſt needs be a righteouinefle:the opinion is,the 
application of thar. rightcouineſle is- the forme, 1o the 
Author, you make. and you muſt beare the ablurdity. 

2. Then what is leſſe perfett ſhailbe the per fettion of rhat 
which 55 more perſett, now this imputation being Ly the acknow- 
ledgement of ti. ;Anthers of u 7 wa inherent, muſt be of 
inferior worth, neither caw1t be conceived any thing ſhould be of 
aperfeiting natare of the rightcou/neſſe of Chriſt. 

x. Thatrule you apply here to accidents,before appro- 
priated to {ubttances ; to matter and forme properly ſo 
called : you muſt conſider whether it will hold in both. 
The Author you ipeake of holds not that we arc juſtifi- 
ed by, to be inherent in us : Its out of us in Chriſt, oucs 
anely by unputation, inhcrcnt they deny it to be , or 

. QUT. 
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qur ſelves ſo juſtificd, they diſtinguiſh betweene the de- 
nomination of one jult and juttthed-:the tarmer is from 
what's inherent, the latter from whavs extrunſecall. 

And you may conceive, how Chritts righteoutnefle 


being matter untill it be in conjunction with'the forme 04.3. 350. «a4 
that is 11zputed or applyed, hath not its end to which it *2- 35+ 


is ordamed, is but uporentia, and io by application actu- 
ally: attainech it, our juſtification, and glory of Chriſt, 
and Gods grace. Then is 1t in 1ts pertection, when as it 
produceth the cffect, $& not before contidcred as matter. 
. 4+ TheScropinres favonr it net, neuter do the Amthors ſo 
waech as pretend Scripenre for it. 

Why do youan\wer the Scriptures this way if it be a 
truth ? that's tried, and ſhall be in examination ot your 
anſwers. 

ult. Fiſh, Davenant is abſolutely againft the imputation of 
Chriſt righteonſneſſe, and pleadeth for the righteenſneſſe of 
(rift imputed, 

The imputation of Chrſts rightcouſneſle, or Chriſts 
righteoutnefle imputed to be the torme, is all one with 
them ; ether denote the application of Chriſts righte- 
ouſnes;the expreſsionsare therfore indifferently uted b 
them-and now as if it were different you diſpute aga 
that,Chriſts righteouſnefle imputed to be the forme. 

I. Becauſe it 14 the efficient it connor be the forme, it cannot 
have more hHabitader. \, 

The vanity of that rule and argunient is opened before. 

2. Theſe muſt need: bold the perſon juttified, ro bee the ma 
terial cauſe thereof, onwhich ſuppo (tion, F reaſon thus, 

Ni individuall forme can informe tro ſeverall ſubjet, really 
differing {briſt and the ſinner. 

1” Their's nonecelſsy, the contrary hath been ſhew- 


ed, and ſo your ſuppolition is begged , and what is built 


on1t frivolous. 

The righteouſnes of Chriſt, which we teach the mat- 
ter of Juſtification. applyed to thouſands, the whole bo- 
dy of Chrift how diffrent: {ocyer from themſel = ar 
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Chriſt denominateth all ; Chrif juſt as inherent in himy 
vs iltined, agapplycd to us. x 
Chriit and we are one myfticall body, all called (rift 
by vertue of which union and communion, that which 
is the heads,1s communicated tothe body; the h 
to the ſpouſe, the Church. 

3- And when as you objec . wee are not one naturall 

body, not;theretore capable of the-ſame narurall torme. 
'ou fight with your ſhadow: No man athrming 
either Whenas yau realon, 

2. Then the ſam: ſinfulneſſe of nature may informe them alſs, 
4nd Chriſt ſhould be ſinnefull and corrapt with the ſame, that 
mn the belicyer, 

It's true, both wee are righteous by his righteouſ- 
nefle, and hea ſinner by our finfullnes,neither inherent» 
ly. both by imputation. | 

'3- Then the m:1#tori0u4 Camſe may be the forme. 

Trueas applycd or imputed . and if ſo bce there were 
not worth in it applycd, 1t could not juſtihe. 

But the ane wiexirmſecall the other alwaies imrinſecall,be that 
% alwaics without cannot be ever within. 

Its:rue of naturall formes, not of all thatare acciden- 

tall, when man is {aid to be juſtifed it's by a Palsive de- 
o i n0nes *- nomination : 1t i: nor abſo/ately neceſſary that this denomi- 
rium ut hze #4110» be! akenſrom an mherent form or ſhould ſuppoſe it, as when 
denominat'®. we [ay 4 24% 65 beloved, henowred, freedgall theſe are truely ſaid 
gin be rente ang 1 in whom there i1no! found an inhirent f orme, 
m—_— 4. Thenis abelieverrepmied rig hreows with therighteouſ.. 
cum hominem #eſſe of Cl viſt; but that not to bee ſo 1 demonſtrate, for bee that 
d: io us amatu®» yay be repmtedrighteons with the righteauſnes of Chriſt way be 
=: hoon daniel mrs to have ined; becauſe that righteonſ= 
_ tle vere weſſewhich adwitteth ſio in the ſame ſubjeft with it can be none 
gant of the vighteanſneſſe of Chriſt the eſemriall proper:y where 
forma inheren*- 1x a $8 bee bis who vever ſinntd, but that a juſtifieaperſonſh 
A alieion, Pari be reputed not to have ſinned,is notorions, 
and Vaſqwerre- TI deny that he that is reputed righteous, with the righ- 


jeAeth it, Dave, 


<+27-p 36, teoulnes of Chrilt may be reputed never to have finned: 
| I 
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deny, that becauſe his r1ghteouſnefle admitteth no fin 
in the ſubject who hath tin, it cannoc by imputation be 
a bclicyers: Itstrue it cannot be tubjectively in us that 
arefinners.” 

"-Iemay beby imputation, ſo we that in our ſelves. are 
ſinners are in him righteous as he who was in himlclte 
righteous was yet a finner, b; the imputation of our fins 
though not by 1nherencie. 

5. T ben are they righttowe with that wbich is meritorious avd 
may have the mern :f ſuch righteonjneſſs bee 4ſeribes to rhets : 
and they 'epnted meruors of whatſoever as due to ſuch a r:ghte- 
6,ſnefe, which [4 wweth them the redemption of the World. 

This reaſon is a pop1ſh oneurged before, and fully ſa- 
tisfhed by our Authors antwering them,ot which I have 
given a ſufficient account betore , and will not 7: 
ao94'r, You objctuwe, mernoriom 41 19 him. not as inn- 
puted tous, which you call a begging of the queſtion, 
and is a poſition mamfcftly convicted of untruth. Let 
the reader Judge. 2 You adde. 

2. Themeriterionſne{e of tt mu; needs be efſentiallto it, and 
inſeparable, tt geerh with tt, 

I grant it for the perſon to whom itsimputed, the be- 
liever receiveth it and its given him not for others to 
ſave them with , or communicate to them, but for 
themſelves. And Authors cleare this in the place 1 
named before. 

6. If therighteowſneſſe of Chriſt be the formall cauſe, either 
that whith is marall alone, or ceremoniall alone, or mediatc- 
ry aloxe, or of all, or ſometws, But neither, 

anſwer the two firſt are the ſame, for the Ceremoni. 
all righteouſneſſe was required 1n the ſecond Comman- 
dement.being the manner of Gods _ contain'd in 
hisword;which with his ſufferings(you call mediatory) 
make up one full righteonſneſle, the righteouſnefle of 
our mediator. that by which imputed we are juſtihed- 
HisaGtive and paſsive obedience : againſt this we have 
nothing, your 1, 2, 3, 4 5, and laſt, are Arrows ſhot at 
Rr 3; random 
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random, they hurt not your opponentsnor profit your 
clte. | 

F 7. andlaſtly, It: the confeſſon of the learnedeſt abbettors 
of the way of impuration which hath been oppoſed is this Trea.. 
riſe, deny the righteawſneſſe of Chriſt imputca to be the formall 
cauſe of luſtification. 

; Whenas Dr. Pridee«x denieth that we are formaly 
juſtified by the rightcouſnefle of Chriſt imputed : His 
words immediately tollowing are of an inhering forme. 

Dr. Doxnbaw teacheih it « falſecharge that me bold our 


An non formam 


quam liber inhe.. ſelves formally righteow, by that righteenjneſſe which « not 
remeem oua 2; 1, but ut of ws tn Chriſt, that not we but (, briſt was formal. 


formallicec juſti 


denominemur ly juſt by that which is in hmm. 
(empe: exploſi- And that hee doth not deny the righteouſneſle of 


mils? 


Chriſt imputcd to us to be the tormall cauſeof juſtifi. 
cation, ſee by two paflages of the ſame Author, the one 
1mmediately before, the other after. The title of that 
fifth Chapter is, and that againſt your Mr. 4. #. That 
the 'formall canje of Inſtification ts the imputation of Chriſts 
rightrouſneſſe, 

And having ſaid, But the thing wherein chiefly they erre, 
ir, That with Soc the Heretique they deny the imputation 
of (briſts righteouſneſſe, and conſequently ds hold, that neither 
the alt ive nor paſſive #bedience of Chriſt, is that which i impu« 
tedto a for righteouſneſſe What then? Forſooth the att of 
fairh, He 5 my Of theſe mens error [ ſhall not needto ſa 
much in thus place, becauſe beſides that which hath been Seed 
delivered, inthe 2. (Chapter [ have plent:fnlly and fuully proved 
in my whale 4 |. Booke, that therighteouſneſſe of Chriſt is the 
matter which is imputed to Inſt:fication, aud in my whole 5h. 
Booke that the impuration of ( briſts righteouſneſſe is the forme 
of [uſt:ficarion, And having ſaid, be wondered they could 
be ſo abſurd, &c. theſe words tollow, But we teach thax 
Chriſtsrighteonſneſſe borh habituall nd aitual,by which he was 

formally juſt, the matter and the imput «tion thereof the forme 
of Tuſt ifiaation. 

We ſay that the rig hteouſneje of Chriſt it (elſe is not the fore 

| may 


= 


we. is 6a ws 
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ur 

but the 1mputation of it, &c. The righteouſneſſe whereby a 
oTs mas is formally juſt is inherent in bimſelfe, for what 11 more 
"= — then the forme. But Chriſts righteonſneſſe is not 
4] inherent in # amore then our finne was inherent in him ; Andyet 

as he was made ſine or a ſinner by our ſinner, not formally (God ; 
ty firbid )but by imputation, ſo we are made righteous by bis righ. 
lis reouſneſſe, nor formally (as we are juſtified, or in our ſelves but 
ie. in him, viz. by impuration, | 
ur Not-formally or in our ſelves, inherently is the thing 
08 hedenyeth, not the imputation of Chritts righteoul- 
. nefle, and ſo all. * Argue hoe ev- 

Thus Dr. Davenant * | _ habear = 
of an forme Phiſicz, ſupplere tamen vicem ejus, at; ue illo ſenſu refte dici formalem Fe way 
hs nis noſtc# ubi deeſt formalis intrinſecs (eu inhzrens» where be explaigeth that rexme, C, 27. p, 361% 
- And thus I follow you paſsing to another opinion, 
i p. 28. Kemiſrionof finnes whib hath the faweſt- ana large P. 28. 
y quarter in the judgements and writings of Proteſtant Divmes, 
, ro what is done inthe former Treatiſe, x. and 5. Chap, you adde ; 
2-eminent Diviner, That you are to prove. 1s that remiſ. ue 


on fion of finnes is the formall caule ot Juſtification. 

A Pareus, the {:gkr of wheſe wacky axd judgement rogether 
k could diſcover no other opinion touching the formall cauſe of 
f Inuftification, either im the Fathers or any chi:fe Proteſtant 

writers, but that it ſhould ſtand only imremiſſion of ſinner, 

l In the words you cite or place, there's not one word 
f that remiſsion of finnes is the formall cauſe of Jufſtifica.. 7 tre, te lay- 
; 


. eth down that 
tion. opimens, ſfolum 
©, F paſſivam chriſti 
, obedientiam eſſe juſtitiam noſt-am, et juſtificazionem ſola remifſione peccatorum dfniri, which be 


faith u proved by an (Argument 4 materia, an other 4 forma juftificationis; the proofe fom the formall 
cauſe #, bcripuira totam juſtificationem noſtram definit remiſſione peccatorum p1 op'er ſangujnem 
F Chriſti. Ergo (ola ſanguins effofio eſt i4 cujus impmuatione juſtificamur , et remitſio peccatoium eſt 
rota juſtitia noſtra 2 here though the effef# be remniſtion, the cauſes the blood of Chriſt imputed; 4s 
The 11ghteouſneſſe of ( brift u the matter ſo the 11mputation thererf u the forme,as it"; called;on« elſe where, 


Omaum conſcaſu nos merte Chriſti juſtificari cum proprer ears habeamus remillione n peccatorum» 
Pp. 174« 


Imputation of righteouſnefle is the caule, remit 
10n: 


——— 
- ** , 


—_ 
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Remilſio pectts- ſign of finnes the effeRt, with Panwny s, 


rum fu per juſti- 

oy 4 cedar perfeQtam,. ( aſtit, de' juftif. 389, and elſe where to Bellarmine. Falſum quoque _ 
ftolum e« non impuratione peccatorum, culligere imputationem juſtirix 1lmo hunc non ex illacolli. 
git ſed per illam declarat £ cuivis cextum adipicienti maniteſtum clt precedit enum umpwatio jultitiz, 
ver, 6, $equitur exegerice remiſo teRio non 1mputatio peccatorum, ver. 7, 8, 


And when as hecalleth it our whole juſtification.how 
c n it be the formall caule of it {elte ? neither where at 15 
ſotermed it you ſhew the ſame, can ut be maintained. 

As tor Mr. Gataker, though he cite many tha: hold 
juſtification to confiſt in remiſsion of 'finnes, yet his 
words are, for my part | deems erroneou, and ſuppoſe 1 have 
el|/ewhere evidently ſhewedit ſo to be : andits rarvaile you 
would quote him 1m this caule. The thing is evident, 

| neither will your 1ceming large ſenſe given to him, 
Juſtification- - ex caſe you. | 
{tri coran deoet a 
remiſſio peccato- When as P iſcator had ſa1d, ear juſtification before God 
rum tn rever®. and Tomiſſion of ſinnes are i» mel; one anathe ſame, 
R_ ut patet Mr. Gataker. [uſt ification andrem:/ſion of ſins plainely are 


ex Rom. 4-6.7. not the (ame, 
Juſtifcatis er 


9miſfo peccars. , And though he hold them not to differ as the whole 
rum plaue no and part. he addcth, /t is rarber @ neceſſary conſequent of rift« 
_ = Etucall luſtification. 4 

Pots cz. And whenas P:{cater had ſaid, he had onceand againe 
£13 conle |uens demonſtrated 5 remiſſion of fi nnes wnd IBput alien of righte- 


SIN #. ou\neſſe, to be plainly one endthe ſame, 


Remiſſionem Mr. Gataker an{wereth, Yea but this is not as yet de- 
pe.catorumet qnonſtrated by you, neither truely will it ever be de- 
juſtitix imputa. 

tiogem nnum monſtrated. | 

prorſus demque Asfor the 3. Mr, 4.99, He is the man whence you 
Toa hoenonds Dutt be denominated, what conſtant oppoſicien hee 
a redemonſtra. found, is knowne. 


rumeſt nec vere. For proofe making you promile : 


&rabitar: —— 1: Injtification being an attion hath no forme properly cal. 
led, ney any forme proper 4 part of «t, 
2. Thevefpett it bath is but as it makes an alteration inthe 


perſon, or rather his condition, 


3. Thepreciſe effett of that att is the forme. 


4. On; 


————_—_—  — — —_—_— —— 
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4+ Onr Queſtion ts of a ſinners juſtification by. the blood of 

hreſt. SRELEN? L 
4 + oY ingnire of thatwhich © conſtitutive, Goas making 4 
nianright eons, whence declaring followeth: And: thus 1 pro- 
ceed to demonſtrate the truth of that propotition,that 
renuits1on is the formall caute ot Juttihcartion. 

*x\\ ['xgke grarited; your fourth 3 its br=tach @Juftifi- 
cation. , INES PRA. +>. 

2. Its granted; tchath no proper forme, and that pro- 
perly it cannot be a are yercbany 15'a torme, and rat's 
a part. ic's conſtitutive as yourtelfe, eflentiall;a\pare.” 
.'2-- That4rt makes a real{ change, for 1tnridikes atfitiner 
jult, it makech an unyjuit man righteous.'! 0 V0) 5. 

3- Thattheeffect of thea&t of God' juſtifying is the 
forme, 1'deny, its whole y. ſtihcation,"andall"tuch cf- 
ſcnciall parts as make it up, and you miſt remember the 
formes act hath ethcacy, for dar eſe! (ee. 3. aft. 1. 
© 4- It's gramted; it's conſtitutive of juttthcation ,- as 
aims rationalis of a man. And now for your Demon- 
{trations. 

I. Becavſe remiſſion of finnes is the firſt preciſe effebt of that 
att , therfore its the formadcavſe of Juſtification,there's noother 
imaginable effeft imervening, there's an immediate connexion 
betweene juſtification and che ſinners abſolution, when its called 
Inftsfication from fin, 1; Acts 38. ſo 6 Rom. 7. bethat is dead 
i juftrfied from ſinne, this is the firſt prrviledge that come; upon 
4 finney by meanes of juſtification. 

* xe the conlequence, the effec is paſsive juſtt- 
fication as you diſtinguiſh, and thas ſignifierh moſt properly 
and moſt frequently that compleate and extire effefl, wherein all 
their ſeveral influences and comvributions meet and cemer to- 
gether, p. 38. Whole juſtification, the intire effec, and 
the forme are not the ſame, the forme is buta part of a 
thing, and cannotbe the entire cffeR. . 

2. Ideny renuſsion of finnes, the firſt preciſe effeR, 
ther's imputation or application of righteouſnefle, of 
which juftihcation 1s an effeR, as is ſhewed out of Mr. 

S1 Worten, 
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Neuherdoth their connection rave it, luch is there 
hetwoens! anſiibcerionand} ; ion; and for that 
place ; itto this purpolc once betore, 
and have Lo A. FTE p 

nation of juſtified, 


argum 
. 2 Secanſe rem fſion of [ounces givorb 
it 33 the forme. I 

Grant this, (though the illuſtration be not by white- 
netic and whitning, wherein you make whitcnefle the 
forme,whych is the cffcf, the torm is whiting applicati- 
on) You mutt provyethe minar, that it denomunateth, 
Wwe re and cherchy juſtified becauſe be bath 

- 4 ore ere zs eE4W/e al 
Fan remitted -=_ him, then remiſſion of ſinner giveth de. 
nom154:108 of the juftsfied ro bim, 

This is a mecre begging of the queſtion, whar's to be 
proved ; and I deny a finner theretore juſtthed, unlefle 
You prove it, juttification by an cffcR, or thereby, your 

caton. 

Boaanſe Inſt ification it i; 4 vindication or exemption from 
pruniſhnent 2 

It 1s ſo 18 cffcR, that is that followeth, but ſomewhat 
15 ſuppoſed thereunto, zuft making and being juſt, elſe 
will it be the j»/f»ficarion of a wicked ] om 4b0m1nation ro 
the Lord, as both the Scripture, and Divines pleading the 


{ame. 
. Remifſion of fins ir the farmall cauſe of Inftification becauſe 
7 FA that Ran-Le —_— that's cauſed in theperſon juſt» 
fried by that aft of God. 
x. Ideny the conſequence, cyery change or alteration 
the perſon, 1 not the forme, 
By that a&t of God is not the forme, 1o of 
copicenc P_ be th, tor mg an alteration 1 up. 
JRneen. ich ſup umputatzon of righte. 
—_ e, whence iaftifcariooand {o Fe, 
2 $o 55 juſtification it feltc in change _ 
made 
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made, yet is it not therefore the forme of it (clfe, nay its 
an effect of the forme. Your Reaſon. : 

[ts a pelnique att, andit bath 4 [mtable effelt, nor « Moral, 
the change 14 not ſo, now, then this there's nouther le 
all, before 1bu he was under gerlt, now freed by this, 

It's adivine a. and th it be granted politique 


and that the cftcct, there's a Morall change, tuch a man 
a5 hach his finnes torgiven hun, was gs but 
t_gualt, 


now tree ; true, hee was alto unjuſt whence 

and now he is righteous, conſfirwredrighteome, holy and un. 
blamable, white 4: ſnow, whiter by a beauty put on him, 
whence remiſsion a conſequent, here's an other change 

4. Thas which makgs 4 juſtifiedperſon compleathy righteon 
before God i3the formall cauſe of !nſt:fieation, this canner be 
dengod by our keeveft adverſaries. 

I anſwer, making is ambiguous, every cauſe maketh 
the cfhicient the fnall, the matcriall, the formall, a 
blunt man might make exception. Butler it paſſe, ler 
ws {ec your aflumption. 

But rem ſions] ſinnes maketh 4 juſtified perſon ſermally and 

loath righteers, becauſe he is as cleeve fone or the 
jane as be that keys the Law and never trauſgrefſed. 

I anſwer, remuſzion makerh not formally righteous, 
and Ideny the reaſon, for though he be without finnes 
guilt, nay fo righteous, the caule is righteouſacfle im- 
puted,ſup ,by Chrifts ebedience we arc conflumed righ- 
e0ms. 

. If remiſſion of finnes beyerfelt and compleate righteouſ. 
ef, = 64 __ formall canſe of !nflification. "oy 

The light ſer wp ro rhis, hs he found 

Becauſe no or eate ri nefſe 8an in 
any man that bath Suned, rtkres is = and conferred 
by Gad iu big —_— 5 of "_ 

But —_— 1% 4 compleate righteouſneſſe, whi 
ropoſurion hath been oft alrcedy exalted Throne 


It isand hath been as often denyed, and with reaſon 
${ 23 tog 
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too: be it ſo, let the Reader judge ; but now we muſt 
take a further demonſtration. - | S 

That righteowſneſſe which needeth not feave the preſence of 4 
woſt diſtritt judgement of God, is 4 compleate righteouſneſſe, 
But remi(110n 5s ſach, it will hold weight and meaſare. 

That which you are to prove: is that remiſsion 1s a 
complcat tighrcouinetle , this you proveiit by, beggeth 
what's the queſtion, thar it's righteouſnefle, every thing 
that will abide the prefence of God. is not by- and by 


rightcoulnefle, in our love there's no teare, yet 1s it not. 


ppm by which weare juttifted, when as you 


' T7 11099 
4 bat ſhall binder but that immediately on remiſ1ton of (imnes 
enſue a perfet} wnion of love and peace between thens, 

In theſe you {ceme to lay down the iflue of pardon 
to bea union ot love and peace betweene them ; it's true 
theres a love and peace that followeth, bur as for an unz- 
on as if that followed and did not go in nature before, 1s 
not to be ſuffered, we have thewed the word ſaith, =» 
whom we have redemption, remiſrion of ſiunes in his bleed , its 
what we have in him. and therefore mutt be-firft in and 
have union, it's what wethave by commun1on, partici- 
pation of his r1ghteouſneſſe as we have ſhewed, which 
tuppoxeth union, remilsion of finnes without union 15 
remiſsion of fins not by and in, but out of Chriſt. 

6. You argue. Forgwveneſſe i the formall eauſe, becauſe it 
# the rig hteeuſneſſe which God imputetb m Inſtification,yyhich 
you proveto follow, becauſe the righteonſneſſe which God 
:mputes in: juſtification, muſt needs be the formall ganſe therof. 

The mtnov us the aſſertion of the Holy Ghoſt, Rom, 4. 6. 
Gods imputeing righteenſneſſe, yer. 7. # interpreced ts be for- 
giving imiquities and covering of _ 

x. It is our tenet, thatrightcouſnefle imputed is the 
formall cauſe of juſtification. 

2. But wedeny thatrighteouſneſle to be forgiveneſle 
of finnes : It's not righteouſnefle ; It's an effect or con- 
{quent of juſtification by the righteouſtefle of Chriſt 
unputed 


la — j_ Y Sn. A. 


we T Ow, 50 =T 


# 
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imputed, and of that righteouſnefle of Chriſt we have 
ſhewed> the Apoſtle ro {peake, ver, 6.and ver, 1x, and 
this not our owne but as received by faith of the God 
of our lalvation. 


7. Remſſion of frnnes reacheth home nnto, and © given to 


men by God for their juſtification, therefore it is the formal 
canſe thereof, this u evident, becauſe by the formall cauſe we 
meane nothing elſe but paſſive juſtification, 

Lankyer, 1. Many things may be given by God for 
juſtification tome waies or Other, which yerare not the 
tormall cauſe thereot, the word and faith are given for 
juſtification. 

2+ I denyremilsion given for juſtification; I aſſert 
juſtification given tor pardon, for it 15 its effect, or con- 
lequent, as hath been often ſhewed ; Rom. 5. 16. men- 
tion is made of remiſsion; a gift : There's alſo mention 
of the gift of rightcouſnetic, whence juſtification and 
pardon alſo, ve. 18. 19.| 

And if remiſsion of finnes be juſtification paſsive, the 
effect of God juſtifying, it cannot be the formall cauſe 
thereof; it hath as good an ethcicnt, ſo the formall cauſe 
active thereunto as your ſelfe, where you name rhat 
diftindtion. per. 2. p. 37. It can not be cauſe and effet 
both, before and after it ſelfe, the whole and a part- 

Laſtly, &cav:ſſion i the formall cauſe, becauſe that & not 194 
puting ſing ſigmefie the (ame —_ which-you prove breauſe 
the Holy Ghoſt interpreteth the righreouſneſſe which God 1 mpu. 
terh by non-imputationof fianes, Rom, 4. 6. compared with 
ver. 8. . andthe righteeuſneſſe that is imputed mm the. formall 
cau'?, | 
7. T grant that righteouſneſſe imputed is the formall 
caufe. 2 'And that remuſsion and non-imputation are 
the ſame : Yet deny the conſequence, and that becauſe 
remiſsion of finnes is not righteoutnefle, neither that 
which is imputed, the text calleth it faith, which is not 
forgivenefle of finnes, and being faith, it muſt be in 
a -hgurative ſenſe, takeing in the righteouſnefle of 
ſ\ 3 Chritts 


_ 
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Chriſts rightcouſneile, as we have proved from ver. 6, 
and vsr, x1. othcrwile there is noe pertect righteoul- 
nefle to be imputed, noe tormall cautc. I have otten 
ſhewed non 1mputationthe conicequent of 1mputation 
of rightcouſnefic. And thus tor your reaſons. I ſhall 
be ready toexamine any other reaſons, and you ſhall 
finde an aniwer to what you iay un the tollowing 
Cor And hat objeQtion ; Remſſonof fone 
1. Xour wer to that ODJjecriOn ; //108 0 , 
s »s _— r:ghteonjneſſe, 1a the - oh conclufion, 15 there {a- 


2. That objcRion, Ther the righteenſneſſe of (brit muſt 

be joywed with remiſſion of fines ts make the compleate forme of 

+ <9" 1s none of ours, ſce c. 11, 2. per. of your 
reatile. 

. That objeQion, tht remeſſion of ſorne: ic the conſequent 
ee: of jnſt:fication, therfore not the cauſe, anſwered in 
this Chapter is there maintained. Mr. Gt«ker tclleth 
Piſcaior - age re bereafued; /Chrif ? 

» 5. That tharigete c of Chriſt imputed or imputation 
of therghtefuſe which 4s tbe ſame, 1x the forme, is main» 
tained againit your exceptions. 

6. None objec that ibs communien berweene Chriſt ard 
the believer 1s this formall cauſc : this allo is dleared in 
this Chapter. 

7. That objection, that jufification may be where there 
is no remiſtion of finncs, and 1 emſnon where there is no Iuſtifiga= 
tian, cleared c, 3+ of this 2- par. and (cR. 29. of this, is not 
objetted by us, what is there layd downe is there exa» 


mined. | 

And thus by what is faid in aniwer, the Reader may 
judge of your deſcription of Juſtification, for brevities 
lake I avoyd the running over of the ſame things, and ſo 
Paile to your 5. Chapter. 


CHAP. V. 


CH 4 Ps v. | 


VWherein ScnivrTURES arc 


cleered, t for the imputation of Chriſfs 
Agive obe m_—_ wich _— rue x 
ording to udgement of the 
ey > Agel ay ct 


Our firſt Sefies containeth a Preface,and its Appli- 
cation : the Preface. 
When Men concerve thereby thoughts cout enanced from bea- 
wen in the Scriptures, their confidence lifts wp is ſeife v "gs. 
The reaſon you give is : The opinies m this caſe bring thes 
owne, wrſt necds bave 4 frong andperfeit ympathy wih all the 
powers of nature yet nnſantt:; fied, and ſo muſt needs ingage theſe, 
and being locked on a« 4 drvine truth —— it ing all the 
powers of grace to contend jor it. Hence an extafie of xcale for 
wan enance — reſolutions of ſacrificeng credir, name, effate; 
friends, himſelfe xpon the banour and ſervice of it in eaſe it bre 
oppoſed. 

os One figne thoreef i1the maimaniers are ambitious 19 heape 
us citations of Scripture proefer, without end to overwhelm theer 
adverſaries,when as it ws to be ſuſpetted that what is ever) wher 
i mo where, when men py about for Scriptures , avd find not 
theſe that freely offer themſelver. 

The Application. 

The Scripture! are manywhith are muftred by the maſters of 
Imputation whr!ch wee oppoſe, among ft all theirs no; one that 
Prakerb plainly or direftly to the buſiner they fpraks not. but the 
ſpivi of men in them, an1now come to give @ perfelt acconnt by 
Examination == the greateſt part bave bintonched and clecered 


——— 
—_—_ oa 
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and you begin with theſe ofthe Old Teſtament. 

1 Aniwer, Your : 7ef«+ is Common, 1 grant all :. The 
Maſters of Imputation whom you oppole. (as you'call 
them /may retort all on your {elf mwraro vow:ne ar te faty- 
lanarrats- ;and may tay the Man hath a face that cannot * 
bluſh, who pretends this opinion of yours,and interpre- 
tation to be according to the beſt Expotitors of the tro» 
teltant Party, ' 

It's knowne thoſe were the adverſaries of Socinw', of 
eArmmin, Nr. # otton Papiits and your ſclfe,who deny 
11mpucation of the rightcoutnes of Chriſt,and areagainitt 
the figurative ſenſe ot thote words, Ros, 4. I haveſhewed 
it, and appeale to the World. 

The Maſters you elſewhere inſtance in Doctor Da- 
venant, and Doctor Downbam, trace the lame fteps, and 
are above your env1e. I hope I the leaft ot thoutands not 
worthy a name amongft them ſhall bee able to ſhew it. 
Away with vaine words , let us goe to downe right 
blowes.Ile follow you foot by toot and though I cannot 
find who alleadgeth them , and contequently informe 
my {elte of their toHowing the ſame ( you mentioning 
not the Objectors or Authors whence you take them 
you laying them downe alſo as weakely as can be. Iam 

ſure without the force I find in our Authors. 

Yet I will examine all as Iam able. 

The covermy of ſin, uu by ſome concerved to bee by the Attive 
righteonſnes or obedience of Chriſt , which God empmting cove- 
reth all therr fins therewith, 

Anſw. We confefle covering of finnes, non-imputati- 
on and forgiveneſfſcall one , and that theſe are done by 
Juſtification as conſequents thereot: Yet is there wher- 
with .and this 1 aflert the obedience of Chriſt conftitu- 
ting us righteous, 5 . Roz, 19. Tay not the active obedi- 
ence all one, but the Paſsiveallo That Mr, Gar. and 
P:ſcator, and Parews,hold imputed to this effet.you muſt 
it you be not on Secimme part, and 1f you hold that, the 


active being an effentiall requiſite is not to be excluded, 
as betore The 


Part2, TheDoBrine of Jaſlification cleared. 
| The Prophet hath this Phraſe, my God hath clothed mee 


with the garments of ſalvation , hee hath covered mee with the 
Robe of righteonſnes, 61.Je{.10. as there is a covering of fin 
ther's wherewith all. 
The Apoſtle, Row. 4.6. 17. befides non-imputation , 4,4: thur or6s- 


mentioneth imputation of righteouſnes,o0n which non- —_— 
1mputation followeth. foerene n+ inherent 

. 29 6 te IE: rihgt couſneſſe, 
ſaith, opus haber, tum'perfeRa Chriſti juſtiria;qua tanquam veſte precioſa illius labes contegancur j wta 
illud, /alms 32. Beati quorum remiſle ſunt in iniquitates, er quorum tea tun peccata,&c. proinde a 
poſtolus hanc juſtitiam per fe ſolum confiderans er ab alcera diſtinguens , dixic ſe nolle inveniri, &c. ad= 
Plnlip, 3.9. a NT to | Te: 

Przclare veroctiam juſtinus Martir, Fpiftols ad diegnerum ; Quidaliud (inquit) peccata noſtra te* 
gere quam Chriſt: Juftitia* In quo alio nos iniquiet impij pro juſtis haberi poſſumus niſi 1a ſolo 
Dei Flioh O dalcem percuntationem ; O imper veſtigabile artificium; er beneficia expetationem 0m- 
nem ſuperantia ut iniquitas quidera my)torum in juſto uno abſcendatur juſtitia aurem unius faciat ut 
mulci rmjuſti juſtificentur ,P ayes. whence he proved what be had ſaid that the Gofpull evident! 5 witneſſerh 
God - = nec tegere inigquitates nifi per Chriſti obedientiam, © ,4. ad Rom. ad dub,z. quarta deniquep 315» 

Hac (innoentia Chiiſti qua nos induit)) nos inſtruRi atliduam peccatorum remiffionem in fide obit, 
nemus; Hujus puritate yelatz noſtreſordes et imperfeRtionum immunditiz non impurantur. Sed velut 
ſepulte c tur ac in judicium Del yenians. {4.1 3.c. 14 Fe, 12, 

VbiinChri infici fumus ideo juſti apparemus coram deo quid ejus innoceutia conteguntur noſtr# 
inÞJuirates l3 «<.19. $2.10, 

Fides offert nudur hominem Des ut Chriſti juſtitia iuduatur, Cal. ad Phil* 3. 9, 

Who alſo eut of Ambcoſe - wſerb that of Jacob in Eſaus epparrell, Ita nos ſub Chriſti primogeniti noſtri 
fratris preciala puritate delireſcere nt teſtimonium juſtiriz a conſpeRu Dei referamus, mf. | 3,c.11-p.13+ 
Tegj dicuntur qr ms tam quia Chriſti juſtitza ſunt expiara tum quia cadem nobisper ficem im- 

tan nitidiſhma veſte operiuntur, ne in conſpettum Dei deformitus corumveritat , 7 ares 


p fig, de tif p. 491, 

Theſcare cnough to ſhew that beſides that remifsion, 
there 15 by Scriptures andour authors, the righteouines 
of Chriſt, by which there 1s that covering ot fin. What 
you ſpeak againſt this that the ative obedience of Chr 
cannot cover. 

Seeing finue is wholly diſſolved by the paſſive obedience of 
Chriſt, and this before the impntation of the Attive eebdience 
of Chriſt and that that which is whelly difſolved needes 
X0 COVET. 

We have no ſuch opinion, that fin 1s forgiven by the 
paſsive obedience, imputed betore theactive, we hold the 
imputation of both together, which make up our full 
righteouſneſle,and that by theſe imputed we have Juſti- 
fcation , and ſo concerning diflolution or remilsjon of 
ſins, in regard of. guilt and puniſhment. 

e It 
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Mr. Zanchie , 


eſt enim Chriſtus 


ipſe per fidem ap- pig hreomsn eſſe 
prehenſus quatc= 
nus ipſe pro nobis 
lezem perfeRifh» 


It cannot be by the Paſsive alone, its inſufficient ſee- 
ing the ative is abſolutely neceflary to the merit therof 
and an eflentiall requiſite to life, ex conceſſis, 

4 Ten ſa the ative obedience of Chriſt is ſo farre from be. 
ing 4 covering of ſine, that its rather  meanes of diſcovery, 
ſetting it out. 

I Anſiver that's not to purpoſe, yet god it an 
effentiall requiſite, to the Paisive obedience, and it's doing 
away our linne. 

As tor that crotchet of yours about covering of finne it 
crofleth your ſelf and your authors who make them the 
lame, and I will not ipend time in confideration of it 
not being to our purpoſc. 

2 Place. p. 3. Jer. 23.6-and 33 16. Where it:ſaid Chriſt 
ſhall be called the Lord our righteonſneſſe. Youaniwer, 

1. It is not ſaidthe righteouſnes of the Lord ſhallbe our righ. 
teonſues, nor that it ſhali be imputed tour for righteonſues, 

1. When it's faid he ſhall be the Lord, our righteouſ- 
nefle, It muſt needs be fo in regard of his righteouſnes. 

2. His being our righteouſneſle infoldeth faith, reces- 
ving Chrift the Lord, 2 Col. 6: owrrighteonmeſſe may bee 
rightly ſupplied , and that implyeth Gods giving him 
for that, the imputation of it : the Apoſtle, Rem, 4. 6. 
ſnpplycth the word. And S* Pawls defire i to bee found in 
him, not having hu ownrighteouſneſſe, 

It's all one with that place, where he is (aid, rs be made 
unto ws of God ri J4 hteonmeſſe,and weare {aid tobe made the 
of God in him, 1 Cor. x. 30. and 2 Cor. 


5. ult. 


ma obedientia ſervavit , quatenus item , ip/e ſua morte er Sanguine peccata noſtra expiavit, patrique 
reconciliavit, &c. Hi:refpeRibus Chriſtus eſt juſtitia noſtra,ideo merito Apoſtolus eum vocat juftitiam 


noſtram,n Cor, 1, 


De quo antea Hirrem, 33, Et huc oft nomencjus quo yo: abunt cur Jehova juſtitia 


noſtra, an 3,c. Epiſt, ad Philip. p, 196. 


So Parzus when as in anſwering Bellarwine he had ſaid 


of Luther, 


noſt-am juſtitiam 


i:-pugnar ſed firitum ſanftum blasphemar qui Chriſtum exp 
3 {#. 1-30. (oftigele 1:6, 4, Þ. 419,419. 


; addeth qrem ſenſum Metonymicum fi op 


Sed me onymico 
ſenſu dixit fiders 
| », Chriſtum fide 
appreheaſun eſſe 

t adverſarius, certe non Lutherum 

e yocxt juſtitiam noſtram 23. Jer, 6.8e 
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See c, 16, þ, $01,502, where 1 Cor, 1. 30, and this place of , Ter, are vindicated, pro impurara Chriſt i 
juſtitia. In anſwer ts which. Bel. giveth us the wholgeauſe ae Para,th. G Amer, Chacy7 $34, 25. Belt, 
ener.p,t 45.de Iuftit Tem. 4.ſe Chamier de juſtit.e. 8 :wherebyrbis place ec, He proveth that we are juſt. non 
aoſtra inhereme, where be cireth an excellent reft 1monyopeningths; text Cirilins Glaphgron, 5.c peprome s 


Hoc eſt nome cjus quod Vecaveriteum Dominus Toſedeck inPropheris , vit eaim ſuper nos juſtus 
rex Chriſtusjuſtitiam tecat nomen vers8 iph Tosedeck hoc eſt juftitia Nei, juſtificati enim sumus 18 1p5@ 
Id circo etiam dicit Deus te Pater appopinguart celeriter juſtitia mea er misericordia mea revelabatur mi- 
ſericordia enim & juſtitia nobis faQus cſt Chriſtus a deo ac Parre, 


So wheye he proveth ws juſtfied, aliena juſtina, cy 17 + heciteth this texr, Se, 2, 


To which I may adds DoQtor Downham who two times urgeth thi; text to hs purpoſe, t. E, 3.P+ 5, 
L 4. & 2 447+ 2WWinich 14 cnough 38 give a raft of this Scrigture by Proteſtant Divincs and 5447 ag avaſt Pa- 


piſts, Towexcepr, 


2* It; againſt Gramaticall and Khetoricall impertance of the 
expreſſure of the words, dizagrecing from Scripture phraſe, to 
pwr ſuch a ſence on them as (/þ ifl u our righteonme(ſſe by impu- 
ration, the imputation of a perſo” was never heard off 

therefore, 

That's your opinion, its not ſoof learned men, as 
you heare, its no more then Chrift being made to us of 
God, rightcouſnefle, or that our being made the righte- 
oulnefle of God in him of which betore : Our righte- 
ouſneſle 1mplieth umputation or donation of God to us 
believing, tor r1ghteouſnes by which we mult ſtand ho- 
ly and unreprovable and unblamable in the frght of God, 

3+ The drrett meaning 1s. Hee ſhall be acknowledged by the 
Jews ,the great author andprocurer of that righteowſues or jnſti= 
fication in the ſight of God, for rightconſnes uw put for Juftifica. 
$100, Ca +» Je Þ+ 3+ 

1.1 Kor Juſtification and righteouſneſle differ as 
cauſe and effect as in your , 3. c. Set. 3. r1ghteoulnes is 
the cauſe, Juſtification the eftc&. 

2. Grant this place then to be meant, he ſhall be cal- 
led the Author and procurer of our Juſtification , but 
yet by righteouſnefle which 15 a caute thereot: We yield 
it the meritorious cauſe, and the matter, and being ap- 
plycd» imputed, ours, the formall caule: - 10 that the di- 
rect meaning eſtabliſheth our interpretation, wee gran- 
ting him the Loro our | ——— by his ment: 

t2 netic 
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Third Place $e,4. 


nefle made ours to produce this effe, Juſtification - 1 
hope you that interpret him the author of Juſtification 
will fiot deny rightcouſhefle, the cauſe. And as for ap- 
plication you muſt grant, hee muſt of necelsity bee our 
righteouſnefle, that he may be to us the author of juſt1- 
hication. 

1» Thus according to his name is his work,he juſtifi- 
eth us by his rightcouſneſle applyed. 

2. Thus is he theprocurer of our righteouſnefle.and 
the effe& thereof Juſtification,which arenot but where 
iyos _ righteouſneſle , that is , his righteouſneſle is 
a ; 

T And thus remiſsion of fins ſhall have it's due place, 
to bee an inſeparable conſequent of Juſtiheation, or 
juſt making , as that'sam efteR of the Lord, becom- 
ming our righteouſnefle, this putteth both thoſe and 
all conſequent priviledges- And thus I paſle to the 
gt af bat field, Jef 

ome have dig ged for imput ation in that field, jel. 45. 24. 
Surely ſhall ſc , , in the Lord have 1 righieraſmſſ and 


ſtrength, 


You ſuggeſt. 

1. There are ſeverall readings and interpretations of this 
Scripture, And 

2. Anſwer there's not the leaſt breathing of imputation ſo 
much wondered after. 

3. The diet meaning and import is dowbtles,only a profeſſion 
mad: by him of hu free juſtificati by God in and through Chriſt, 

I anſwer, when at laſt you give us thetrue and dire&t 
meaning, 1t was vaine to pretend ſeyerall readings and 
interpretations, and want of pregnancy 1n the place, to 
build a diſputable point of faith on. 

2. When as it's a prokeldien of free juſtihcation by 
God inand through Chritt, it muſt be by Chriftsrigh- 
teonſnefle and in him » which denotet 
unputation. | 

3- The fenſc is moſt plaine in the words of the inter- 
preter 


application, 


me Ac «ty 1 4.7 


—_——l— 
On —— — 
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preters- In Chriſt the Lord I have righteouſneſſe, having 

it infoldeth Gods giving it and our applicationby faith, 

we grant juſtification and pardon to be as effects infol- 

ded. Itsa profeſsion of juſtification by righteouſneſſe 

poleiled in Chrilt. 

1 will greath rejoyce in the Lord, my ſoule (ball be joyfull in £5. us Jef. 61. 

wy God : for he bath cleathed me with the garment of ſalva- " 

tion, he hath covered me with the Robe of vieltocafrſe Theſe 


garments and Robe are conteived to be the righteouſneſſe of 


Chriſt imputed as a Robe or Garment put on them, wherin and 
by which they ſtand juſtified inthe fight of God. 

You nine. 

I. Thu cleathing with righteeuſueſſe, &c. bare expreſſions 
ebiefly, if not onely of the Church fi the lewes intheir reſtanre.. 
tion from Babylon, if not that which they lie now at this 
day, external and temporal, not Inflification by (rift, 

Neither by the Robe of righteowſneſſe are we to wnderſtand 
the whole obedience of Chrift roche Morall Law, there not be. 
ing word, ſillable, letter, tittle/eading to ſuch an interpretation, 
but in the effett of the righteouſneſſe that is of the wrath and 
faithfullneſſe or graciouſnes of God ; or both delvverance from 
captivity, {efev7 and 91ber ſmeet and comfortable prividedg es, 

Grant thisof the Jewes, then or now, Its not only: as 
by the 3 farſt Ver. It's of Chriſt, and theres neither lew nor 
G.mile ww him,& preaching the Gofpel Its not to beconhnd. 

Grant it of the Jewes eſpecially now. 

That it's of externalls and tem and not of juſti- 
fication by Chriſt, is very inco tly alerted. 

1. Deliverance, ſafety and other ſweet and comforta- 
ble priviledges, c ed ſceme to umport more then 
outwards and tem b 

The z firſt verſes ſhew that Prophet and Chriſt an- 
noynted to preach other things then temporalls , 
there ore othes evills' on them, then temporalls 
ſuppoſed and remedies,preached. There's more in that 
ver. 6. there's the 04pm nonr'y. divine worſbip. ( briſt ſhewes 
that he will adorne bis Church his Spouſe, wit hs 

Sſ3 fe 
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Culurdivint life, and eternall glory. Inſtauration as Sewlterms in locwne. 


CD. there's more externall , ver. 6. internall , yer. 8. In 


cleſiam ſponſam everlaſting joy, ver- 7. 1 will drrett ther works in wrath, Scul. 


—_ More in that, / wilmake an everlafiing Covenant with rhem, 
Tremel, & 1w. yer, 8, There's Chriſt and righteouſncile and pardon 


gefe, 452% and all ſpirituall bleſsings with Chriſt, It ſhall be ſecnc 


VET. 9. 

Gad ſhall be their God, they ſhall greatly rejozce in him, for 
this, he hath clothed me, &c. 

And what is meant by this, let Saint ob» ſhew you 
19-Rev.7. 8. where the Spouſe of Chritt returning ſhall 
be clothed with fine linen cleane avd white, which is the rights- 
ouſneſſe of the Samts. God ſhall do it by application of 
therighteouſnefle of Chriſts Robes of r1ghreonſneſſe, gar- 
you of ſalvation of all ſorts, But let us proceed. ou 
ay, 

: If we carry thoſe metaphors in and underſtand them of 
Iuftification by Chriſt, the promiſe ſuppoſed to be contained in 
them, and to be made tothe Church, will not be ſuitable or proper 
thereunts, becauſe the (harch is already and at all times cloth- 
ed with the robe of therighteonſneſſe of Chriſt, in ſuch « ſenſe, 
that i5,in a juſtified condition by bim: YTeaher Inſtification is 
that which gives hey her very bemg us ſhe is bis (harch, 
its ta promſe what they have, ſo that drnbrleſſert is no Spiritnall 
priviledge, as leaſt not [nſtification by Chriſt of all other, 


1. That theſe are ſuppoſed ever clothed with the 
rightcoutnefle of Chriſt, juſtified, then, or now is wor- 
thy confideration further. 

Then though there were ſome juſtihed they were 
but few : many the moſt Yncircnmeiſed m heart in their 
ſinnes, onely juſtified Sacramentorenms in regard of Cir- 
cumcilsion, the figne and ſcale of the righteouſnefle of 
Faith, outwardly circumciſed, a truth of many, ele& 
ones, for their preſent ſtate, to be juſtihed in their call 
when God ſhall call them to repentance and pardon 
them. Then Gods promile is to worke theſe, and ſo 
their returne, 44 /e, and yet the Church. Now 


; 1) 
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- Now, they are not called,not juſtified, cut off for not 
{ubmil510n to the r:ghreonſne[[/e of God tor eſtabliſhing their 
ownrighteouſne(se, to be juiti ed when as the Lord ſhall 
call them. 

I deny then that promile not ſuitable to them that 
they doe not need juſtihcation : your ſuppoſition that 
this\yas and ſhall be that peoples ſtate betore their call 
is groundlefle, 


That juſtification givesa Church the very being of 


 aChutrch as this was Viſible is groundlefle, uncircum- 


Ciled in heart were members ot the Church ; yea hy- 
pocrites are 10: even ſuch as are the- Catholique Church 
or invifible ones, Saints indeed arcfrit in natures order 
landtified , before juſtified ; the promule of pardon is 
madeto repentance, if we confeſſe owr ſinner, be 11 faubfull 
and juſt to forgive us, QC, waſh you make you cleane, put away 
the evillof your doing, ceaſe to ds evill, learne to de well, and 
then if your ſinnes were, &C.1 Jel. The Scriptures abound 
this way ; yea in order of nature before {anfification 
there's eftectuall call : call to faith and call to fellow- 
ſhip with Chriſt whence that tanRification and ſo ju- 
ſtihcation, and it's call that giveth her her being as ſhe 
is the Church. Eccleſia is of «xxx as you know calling 
out that a conſequent priviledge of thoſe that are called 
out, diſtin, whom he calted he juſtsfied, Rom. 8. ſo that 
this objeRion 1s of no value. 

Laſtly, If we anderſtand it of outwards andtemporalls, as 
(Vs 1 and other Imergreters, the £7 etapbor will be found 
ſweet and lively, and conſonants other Seriptmres,\ 

The Jeres and othey Nttion: clarbedthemſelves according 
to therr condition, they bad times for ſackcloth, they were now as 
Captives,priſoners; he will change their eftate and make them 
free, poſſeſſors of their owne land, honourable , all thy us ſignifi. 
ed by the change of their babits , propertioning clathes ts their 
dignity, {o 19. Rev. 7, 8. which yew cleere and anſwer by the 
way) [ts not of juſtification or rightcouſneſſe,but the great honour 
Chriſt wil beftow on them juſtified lang before. 
its 


I51 


—— 
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It s given in remembr ace of herrighteouſnes that ic ber holy. 
nes, $c, weder perſecution. 

. Pure and ſhining lmnen, that #« the bright glory, wherwith the 
Charch is inveſted, ts ſaid to be the righteoraveſſe of the Faims, 
lecanſe the reward of it, the linnenis, $(C. areaſon why the 
Saints ſo arrayed. 

It's Paralell «,c. 3, 4. theſe ſhall watke in white, for they 
are worthy they are the reaſen. So the great (ity was clothed 
in fine liznen and purple, 18,Rev. 16. Ther 5 nothing inward 
meant ,towehing tbe inrard condition of the Church, much loſſe 
his juſtification by the ative righteonſneſſe of (rift , andit's 
ſtrange to build a dogmaticall you of farth upon metaphoricall 
expreſſions, there being no plaine ones 10 warrant it, 

I. Ibelicve not that Muſewlsr or any other , hold it 
of temporalls, onely, Muſculus is not in mine hands. 
I have inſtanced in Sewltetws; and Tremelin . and l nnins 
are clcare for fpiritualls ; it all the interpreters inthe 
world were of that . anlefle I were blind I muft 
oppole them, as by the particulars in the Chapter ; of 
which betore. 

2. I grant outward temporalls to have their place, 
freedome.their lands,honour, and that habits were pro- 
portionable by other places of Scripture. I deny there 
was not ſpurituall Grdama right tothe creatures, and 
true honour, which is of God , confifting in ſpirituall 
Priviledges. 

Nay the latter are, what are caſt in over and above. 

« Juserauthoyw Jun. & Tremel. Note that © the right and authority of 
ritas eccleiaa qhe church over all created things vindicated, which itilluſtra- 
core Fr god by oppoſition of a miſerable and ignominions eſt ateforegoirg., 
omnes creatus » But thercare far higher priviledges promiſed , brit 


iſhe- 
Gamiſeriet igne- was anwoinred for other matters, as 1n the 3. firſt, &c. 


minionfi ſtars, Thegy 5 that acceptable yeer of the Lord, reconciliation with- 


rn_ - God, redemprion.comfort. They ſhall be trees of righteouſneſſe, 
647+ Their 5 an everlaſt ing eavenant in which God becommeath tl eir 


God in Chriſt: ſhewing it 1n ſantiification, juſtification, adop. 
tion, in giving the /piric toall thoſe ends, to the cxeceate 
An 


| 
6 
{ 
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the body. Theleare prime bleismgs, and primely in. 
tended; though you (as it the Old Ford wenn fury 
none'of theſe) ſce nothing bur externals;temporalls. 

3. It lweetnefle and livelynes, and conſonancy to the 
Scripture, be our card and compaſle. Let any {pirituall 
man judge. 

1. It there be ſweetnes and life in temporall treedome, 
pollefſions, honour. Spirituall excellech,it's of an high- 
er kind, ther's no compariton between them, wereman 
in the greateſt wagt of the one , having the other, hee 
were an 3.15 Gora : and onthe other ide, miſerable in 
the mid of thoſe without theſe : that man did never 
talt God in theſe, and 1s blind wholly that judgeth 0- 
therwile. : 

2. For agreement with other Scriptures. 

This hath ſo, as where mention is made of putting on 
Chr iſt;where we are {aid to be found in him, as Panl. 3-Ph. 
9. When heedefired to bee found in him, not having his 
owne righteenſneſſe , which umporteth that hee would bee 
found 1n, is the righteouſnes of Chrift : It's as in agree- 
ment, of which ſee our examination of your 6. Argu- 
ment out of Phil, 3.9, and what is ur A in defence of 
32-ph, 1. the firſt Scripture paſsing which 

Let us conſider thoſe in the Revelation 19.and 3. and 
ſee whether there bee nothing inward meant,or of the 
inward condition of the Church,much lefle Juſtificati- 
on by the active obedience of Chriſt, 

The words are, And to her was grawnted that ſhee ſhould be 
arrayed in fine linnev, cleene and white, for the fine lnnen is the 
righteouſnes of Saints. | 

Chriſt the Husband in the call of his people (his anci- 
ent people the Je wes, as it ſeemeth ) grverh ber ro bee ay. 
rayed, clotheth her with fine linnen, cleane and white, which is 
explained to bee the righteonſneſſe of the Samts, the righ- 
teouſnefle which God giveth them, and they receive by 


Vy Her's 


faith. 


and qrone of {gh the ſaving of the foulle, and reſurre&ion of : 


: 
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Her's not onely the priviledges and returne, b»e ihe 
rightconſnes aw Saints a ipirituall thing which you can. 
not exclude by your interpretation, and it's expreſlcd. :, 
2-Though metaphors are uſed,they are explained.they 


meane the righteonſneſſe of che Saints, 

3. When as this is « dogwaticall point of faith, x, 
it ſhould have moved you to more care and 
teare of adyenturing to oppole it againſt all the refor- 
med Churches : Your error if 1t bee proved, will be the 


1cyifus ff BEeAter.in regard of Preaching and ary © wa it, it 
oſtendieſe orna* Will bee againft a dogmaticall point of taith. 
rum ecclcſiam  T ot 15 now to the interpretation of chict Proteſtants; 


Sponlam ſuam 


juſtitie, »%%+ you have brought .not one for your interpretation 


their ſeemeth a- 


greement, here: Ag in the argument of that, 61 Tel Jun. \aith, * Chriſt 
Chrit atehnins ſpeweth that be will adorne bis ('hurch his fpouſe with righte. 


wu thouſe with 
we an aeſſe. on, wes, . 
| Are fþ :aking of the ornament of his Church ſhewath whence it 
rering in to- Duth it, that it 6s given by her buiband Chriſt to her , that is, 


am. De ornati . a. 2 
Sponſz lequutus; that 1t 1s given by Chriſt. for it is the office of the hasband on« 
7 ne ly to clath his ſponſe,and ro give her rayment, then he calleth the 
rum a ſponſlo g41 ment linuenpure andſhining that is the white garment of 
o_—— x <> ronecencie good works then which nothing is more ſhineing before 
Cnifto-catumeſt, the Lord, nothing more pare, 2 , He expoundeth this TAJ ment ts 
ng be nothing ele but the [aſt ifications of the Saints, therefore is 
reſpon ; X 
fam et ornamentis the Church adorned with the loft ifications of Chriſt;chat ", 


doaare. Deinde withthe merits and righteonſaeſſe of her huband: this the A. 


nominat veſt:- | 
mencum Byſſum poſtle ſaid, Phil. 3.9. That | may be found, &c, the church 
purum et ſplendi- | heb h 

dum, heceſt can, adorned WHEED! rig teonſnes. 

didam, ſtola eſt | | Bo SG 

innocentiz , bonorum opgrum quibu; nihil eſt ſplendidius coram Domino nihil purms. 30. exponit 
veſtitum hunc nihul alindeſſe, quam juſtificatioaem (anforum. igitur veſticur Sponſa Chriſt; Juſtifica- 
tionibus, hoceſt mericivert juſtitia ſui Sponſ. Hoe ertiam dixit Apoſtolus ad Phi 1p}, 9. Comperiar in 
ipso non habe ms meam juſlitiam que ex legeelt ted gue eſt ex fide Chiifti, illam injuamqueeſt ex 


Deo jn{tniam per fidem. Hac juſtitia ornatuc Sponla, 


Que 59valiaz * Hearken to learned Brightwen, 1111 alteri) that you 
rurpis, nuda ne ray {ee it to haye the ame ſcope with that,61, Jeſ.) 


pannu obfira ja. 
cebar antea byſl- . F | 
ine veſtcs dantur quibus deformem ſuam nudi atem operiat. Hzc autem Pyſſus eſt Jeſus Chriſtus fans 


noiter ad Juſticiarg «t alien per imputauonemz qua velle carebant J (Gti d.m reipucntes Dei _ 
ejuſque 


by 
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cjuſque juſtitiam propriam juſtitiam eonſtituere ſtudierunt,ſed tamen infiti per fidem renunciabunt ſux 
priſtine eo et hanc ſalutarem ampleRentur,amiRi hoc uno gloriolo, indumento. 

_ Hec Biſſuseſt pura etiplendida ; Pura ratione juſtificationzs, quia fiſtit nos coram Deo in culpatos er 
pa omg ens NS = _— Mor reſpeſtu glorie, tum apud Deum qui 
propter puritatem in ſuo filio nos hzredeFconſtiruit eterni ſur regni rum apud homines quibus a- 
doptionem nelitram ſplendidiflimis ſuis fruibus indicat, &c. TT Gs: | 


To them(thechurch of the Tew:) which before lay filthy na. 
ed , in rags , linnen clothes are green to cover her deformed 
nakednes,this linuen 5s Jeſus ( briſt made ours for right eonſnes 
and ſalvation by imputation, which garment the lewes wanted, 
whilſt refuſing the ſonne of God and b1: righteonſner,they indea- 
veured to oft abliſhtheir owne but being inſert by faith; they ſhall 
renounce their owne old hoze, and ſhall imbrace this (aving one, 
being arrayed with this one glorious garment, Thi linnen is 
pure and ſbining pure in regard of Inſtification, becauſe it p1 e= 
ſentet 5 before God wnblamable and unreprovable,without any 
ſpot or wrinckle, ſhining in reſpe of glory as wellwith God, 
who for this holynes in his Son, hath conſtituted ut heires of his 
Eternall Kingdome , 4s alſo with men ro which hee ſhewath cur 
adoption with it's ſhining fruts, 

The place more cleerly and fully exprefſeth the Pro- 
teftant tenſe, who take righteoutneſle tor good workes; 
as Beza, which yet he calleth,vive fideryrexua'pn in locum, 

The Rhemilts acknowledg, that when wee ſay,bona #- f Mr.Brightm, 
pera meant, thatthey are the truits and effects of Faith, v5, m7 44 
and of the juſtice wee have by onely faith, Remi/t. tn lo. jultificauones 
exm, Which they denying Dottor Fake replyeth, *»* 4ntowm 
This Text compared with Rev. 7. 14. ſhemeath whence the nine inflle cn 
beaxty of this garment commeth,yerily not of the juſtice of men _ ſedforis he- 
but of the blood of tke Lambe, and the merit of his Sacrifice,1b. veſte, o—_—_ 
If you ſay that's not the ative obedience, you muſt hold Thritoquemper 
your peace, ſeeing that maketh the other meritoriows and duimis, and ven. 
15an e/:entiall requiſite thereof confelledly. ——— 

Who alſo addeth in truth aft theſe Inſtifications / good autos wma ts 
workes) are the effett of one Inflification which 1: by faith, one. Protivuem julti- 
ly in the merits of Chriſt, ib. quam hec veſtis 

f Linnen are the righteouſnesof the Saints, net from them © I 
Telves or what floweth from what is inward, but it cleaveth from pw © 

Vu 2 without 


A 
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without, in ou7 0w1ward garment , Chriſt whow we put on onely 
by faith ; No fmulitude doth mare cleerely put the imputation of 
Yightconſneſſe by Faith, then this of a garment ſo often wſed in 
the Scriptures. | | 
And «nu thez.c. But let them Temember this merit to be givento the garmet rot 
bs Rath * 40 the body that is,to the impntation of therighteewſnes of Chriſt, 
Sed meminerint with which 4s with a garment we are elethed. 
=> oo Places of the New Teftament. 
corpori. id eſt 3+ Rom. 21, 22. But now the righteouſneſſe of God with- 
rnflitiz Chriſti Off Fe Law 13 manifefiea being witne(/ed by the law andprophets 
uatanquam ve- eventhe righteouſnes of God which is by faith of Jeſus Chriſt, 
COR wnto al and npon all them that believe, 

T hey ſay is here meant the righteouſneſſe or allive obedience 
of Chriſt, whois God imputedto all that believe, 

When as this place 1s urged by ours againſt Pontificians, 

&c. by righteouſnefle,nonemeane the ative obedience 
of Chriſt excluding the Palsive, they ſpeake of both, 
you Anſwer. 

1. This text isfully opened, T rea. 14 C. 4. and found to ſpeak, 
plainly for the imputation of faith ne wayes jor the imputation of 
the rightemnſnes of Chriilt. 

Let the Reader judge, and to that end look fo farre 
backe and he ſhall hind, that argument ſatisfied. 

And in this text faith is not mentioned as righteouſ- 
nes, but what is diſtinct from 1t.that righteouſnefle 1s by 
the faith of Jeſus Chrilt. 

2.. Some by the righteouſnes of God underſtand Gods faith- 
ſulneſſe 82 keeping promiſes « Ambroſe. 
On examination before our learned haye found it o0- 
otherwiſe, and the ſcope of the Apoſtle ſheweth it. 
. 3+ By, therightconſnes of God is deubtlefſe meant that that 
method way er meanes which God himſelfe hath found 2ut to 
jnſtifie or wake menrighteom, Of which, C. 3. S.2, p. 40+ 
Or that very righte ouſnes by which we ſtand juſtified or righte. 
01 in the ſight of God, neither have 1 found any that underſtands 
at of the righteouſnes of Chriſt, 

The method and meanes God hath found, and - p: 

ve 


A 


_= 


-——- —- 


the word righreouſnes, forſooth that perfett and higheſt integrity *clligauc » per. 
of his humane nature, with whigh every one is indewed (#t 14 gr. {eQanimirumilla 
veu to thoſe that believe m him) who ts indowed according to bis © mma ntegrts 
hamanitie with this integrity moſt abſolutely, for our ſake as naturzquiquiſe 


ſhallbe acclared afterwards. He i1 preſented befor God holy wn. 7; | donates ſh 


G od, C+ dum carnem 
absolutisfime 


pradicuseſt , no ſtri cauſa ut poſtea declarabitur.ſiſtirur coram des ay. os Guape* x 41: YXXHTOS 


Ur loyuitur Paulus, 3 (ol, 23, Ea igitur a Paulo dicitur juſtitis Dei nou mcdo quia $atvitum Dei eft 
donum &c, in 1 Rom. 17. 
14 eſt quz ha, 


= : r Ch iſt 1 
Beza on the text thoſe wordes, of Jeſus Chrift. bs Chriſto ve 


That which is grven 10 Chriſt, or which reſteth on Chriſt : nititur. Hoe 
for thit was to bee added left any one ſhould think faith ro bethar FI Coe 
which juſtifjeth, when a it i2 onety the inflrument by which wee iftimare: fidem 


apprehend Chriſt owr righteonſnes. ſe ud quod 


Read the pattages out of Ca/vin and it ſhall be evicted fir duntaxar inr 
thatthe man that met not with Chriſts righteouſneſſe Epumnnn fo? 
was either willingly blind or negligent. am noſtram 3p, 

3. Rom. ult-'Thelaft ver. of the 3. Kew. is lard hold *endimus: 
0n 4s 4 ſavonrer of their my uracien. 

It's not ours but the Lerds : Let 1mputations be layd 
on it, as that it's ours, it doth but contorme them who 
do {o to that brood of Papiſts with whom they have 
this in common, that they cannot indure the word, as 
ellewhere hath been oblerved. The words are, Do we 
wake verd the Law through faith ? God forbid! yea weeſta- 
bliſh the Law. You lay, 

They congeivechat the Law cannot be ſaidto be eftabliſhed by 
faith or by the doftrine of faith, but onely by imputation' of 
Chriſt: flfillig of it. 

We tay the Law is cftabliſhed by fairh, when as itis. 
ſaid to juſtifie us, it doth it by application of Chriſts 

Vy : pertect 


Pp EET 
__— 
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perte&t obedience to the Law ative and paſsive imputed 
unto us. - What lay you againit it ? 


preciſely the Morgl Law,Calvin wnderſtands it of the CMorall 
and Ceremoniall, QC. therefore he is far from conceiving, 
that the imputation of Chriſts rghteouſneſſe ſhould be eſtablyh.. 
ed by Pauls affirming ihe Law to be eſtabliſhed by faith, 

Let it be underſtood of both, the Morall Laws eſta- 
bliſhment cannot be denied to be by faith, nor that of 
the imputation of Chriſts obedience, by that e{tabliſh- 

vbi ventum ef: MENT but confirmed alſo. (alvir tellech you, When as 
ad Chriſtum', in we come unto Chriſt, im him « found the exatt righteonſneſſe of 
oy wager the Law, which alſo by imputation is made ours, The righ- 
que per imputa- teQUINefle of faith is the exact righteouſnefle or obedi- 


firafe, — Encetothe Law, which is by imputation made ours. 
I ſeenor what this is to prejudice our doctrine, or to 
what it tendeth. 


2, You ſay it's more probable that Pant here aſſert: 1he eſta. 
bliſhment of the Ceremonial Law, &c, 

To what end is this? I know not truely, and therfore 
will paſſe it. It eftabliſheth both. 

3- Whenyou ſay there's no neceſſity that the Moyall Law 
ſhenld be eſtabliſhed by the imputation of leſma Chriſt. 

1- lan{wer that cannot be excluded. See Calvin, ſee 
alio Parew, who anſwer that other objection;that faith 
eſtabliſheth the Law in ſanGification, which none de- 
nab (alvinand Parews oppoſe not theſe, but eſtabliſh 

otn. 

2. As for what you obje& fowrthbly, I include in the 
obedicnce by faith in which I hold juſtification : thoſe 
2 make but one confideration, and they are not to be 
{eparated. fifth, Towr laſt conceipt crofleth all before, ſo 
that here's no anſwer to the objection of the enemies of 
Chriſt and the Apoſtle who thought them enemies to 
the Law, and their doctrine, Afar. 3.8 eAtts 15. which 

See Chemnit. ex- yet is Iayd down to be the ſcope of the Apoltle, both 


- Ls y Calvm and Parers in the place, 4 
1 


I. That there 5 18 neceſſuy that miths place [ould be meant - 


:« 4 a IAC@QH” an 


ww 8 ww 
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This hath been an unpleaſant digreſfion , how that 
text and tor what it's urged you may better conſider. 
where we urge it to ſhew that righteovinefle by which 
we are juſtified muſt be anexact conformity to the Law. 
For which ſee. places urged from interpreters. 

Rom. 4.6. Towhom the Lordimpmeth righteonſneſſe. 

That righteonſneſſe can be no other then but therighteouſneſſe 
of Chriſt, To this you antwer, | 

r. This is fully opened in mine anſwer to Mr. Walker, p. 
41, whither the Reader is deſiredto gon for anſwer, I de. 
ſive it alſo, for mine anſwer thereunts, ke (hall find 1t full, 

2. That the Apoſtle rather requires a rightemſneſſe ſuitable 
19 every mani condition, thenthat of (hriſt, which hath no ſuch 
property already, preſented in this diſcourſe, there ſhalt thos 
finde it examined alſo, C. 2. lect. 5. p. 7. 

3- Thatrighteowſneſſe which God is ſaid ts impute, is placed 
by the beſt Expoſitors in rem-ſſuon of ſinnes, (0 Parxus. 

Ot him we have ſeene betore, in our Defence of Mr. 
Walker, and in this place he calleth righteouſnefle and 
{in 5:mmediate contraries, in which the conjequence is neceſſary Comraria imme- 
from poſition of ene tothe poſition of the other, and conmtrarity, data, inquibus 
where there 1: ſinne thererighteouſneſſe is not, where ſinne 15 not cenfoqumata n 
there isrighteouſneſſe, therefore the Apoſtle rightly, blefled are (wg 
they to whom the Lord imputeth not finne, therefore terius « concra 


they are bl:ſſedto whom he 1mpmreth righteouſneſre, — —_— 


ubi non peccatum bi juſticiaz refte igitur Apoſtolus, bears quibus Deus nowimputar peccatonum ,, ergo 
beat quubus im putat juſtitiam, 


It followeth not therefore there's no imputation of 

righteouſnefle. But «contra ergo imputat juſtutiem, Pa» 

r#us,” Ro.4.7. Thus that great engine doth batter your obſerva r. hoe 

own Bullwarke. Pare in the ſame place urgeth, as -% 6. expreſ- 

obſervable. Brnaned oy 
Obſerve, 1.imthis 6. ver. 1mputed righteouſneſie expreſly yas ta, Ng 

ro be taught : Ged impurteth 1ighteouſneſie, therefore there is inpotnnt. Hune 


/ wted rr bteou welier ' | ze1tur lacerent 
mp g ſneſie: Let the Sophbiſters teare this as they kiſs _ 


pleaſe chey ſhall never take it from. $ophiſts ut 
There. »Þis cxecurient 
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. on of righteouinefle as werhave teene, and with Purem 


Therefore expoſitors exclude not, nor can imputati- 


his leave, thatrightcoulueſle 1s tubjeively in Chrift, 
. onrs ſhew , and that out of the Apoſtle, 2 Corim. 5.- 
ult. 

4. To impnte ſinne fignifieth, either to loockeupon a per ſor as 
juſtly liable to puniſhment , or #0 infiitt puniſhment for ſiane : the 
latter 1 finde moſt frequent, either to bold « man liable ro pn- 
{pment, for ſine or to execute puniſhment ; then to impute righ. 
reonſueſſe importeth ro laoke upon a man as arighteonrper ſon,and 
10 inveſt him with thoſe priviledger. 

To 1mpute finne 1intoldeth a man a ſinner and guilty 
of death and Gods chargeing it on his ſcore; 'and an 
holding him to, 1o long, whether hee ſhew it in punith- 
ment or not, puniſhment may be deterred, God may at- 
ter that inflict it, but is an intallible conſequent except 
man repent-and God forgive. 

Not to impure finne is not onely net to puniſh, but 
not to hold guilty, and foto forgive, which God doth 
not where a-man continueth afinner, God ſhow!d hold the 
gwmilty innocent , acquit a wicked man. He is therefore 
{uppoſed juſt and righteous when as the Lord doth lo, 
and that by the righteouſneſſe of Chriſt applied to him, 
by rightcouſnefle imputed : the 1mputing therefore of 
{inne, or charging it on a mans ſcore, denyeth impu- 
tation or application of that righteouſnefſe, the not 
imputation thereof putteth the 1mputation of righte- 
outnefle ex conceſſis of Paraw, and Gods laying it to our 
account. 

As therefore puniſhment 1s a conſequent of fin , 8c. 
God chargeing it upon a man» ſo the priviledges of a 
juſtified perſon the eonſequents of righteoulnefle impu- 
ted to that man. 

In the former God isa juſt judge, the juſt judgement of 
God is, that they that dee thoſe things jhonld die; mans fin and 
perdition are of himſelte. In thelatter —_ 

y 
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by the free grace of Ged , yet declaring himſelfe juſt in 
Juſtification through the blood of Chr: it a vlyed by 

aith, which alſo makes further differences, 4 + "rc 
your conclufion. But to the latt, 

ult. Here s neither peere nor peepe, of the leaſt ground or 
reaſon to conceive that by righteon[nes ſhould be meant the righ.. 
reowſnes of Chritt. 

A righteouſnefle is neceſlary as hath beene ſhewed in 
defence of Mr. Waker, and that ther's no other to bee 
found,by which it may be doncamongft the ſons of men. 

Let that place be conſulted with, and you ſhall find it 
cleered, and that by the interpretation of Proteſtant 
Divines,Parexs, Ame:;,Hhitaker, &cLet the judicious rea- 
der both read and judge. | 

The next place you mention 15. 

Rem.5.19. For as by one mans diſobedience many are made 
franers, ſo by the obedience of one ſhall many bee mad: 
righteous. 

Hence you ſay we argue. 

T hit as by the impmtation of «Adam! diſobedience men are 
wade forma iy pnner1,on like manner by the emputation of Chrifts 
righteouſnes men are made formally righteexs. 

For ryour formally, 1 find it not in any of our Divincs 
from this place.when as tkey urge it againſt the Papitts; 
for to prove. wee are rags e imputation 'of 
Chriſts righteouſnefle, if you make uſe of theſe words, 
therefore you fhall but vainly jangle,our ſcace hath bin 
ſufficiently exprefſed betore. 

Doctor Downham may bee ſcene, /. 5.6. 2+ Se. r. See 
Mr. Perk Refor. cath. and Abbot defence. p. 404. Door 
eAmes Bell, Enerv. Tom. 4.p.144. Itsa placc vrged by all 
Proteftants againſt Papiſts, to prove the imputation of 
the righteoutnes of Chritt. 

- To this you anſwer. 

1. Somewhat bath brene ſpoken of theſence oft bis Seriptare 

and the iMtmeludency of this argument, Par. 1, © 21 Sect- 2, 
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2, It « n#t ſaid here by impuration of Adatns une men ave 
fermally ſomngrs, hut ſinners, that is, ebnoxions to death and con. 
demmnation, or fomners by propagation, ft that ber 1 neither little 
nor mach for tmput«: 100, | 

i- Formally taken for inherently we meane not. 

2» When as they arc ſaid obnoxious to damnation ; 
they are not denyed finners as hath been ſhewed. If the 
nne it tclt had not bin 1mputcd; then as Be/larmize him- 
lelfe lomwhere argues; neither the guilt nor the corrup-» 
tian, faith. Noor Dawnbaw (1 may of the reſt of the 
puniſhinent) had not belonged unto us. 

And hee addeth which hath beene obſerved before 


t. 
Things that are traſiemt when they are once poſt and gone, 
cannot be otherwiſe communicated then by imputation, ubitu- 
pra P- 271. 
When as you fay, or dy propagation not imputation. 
x. None queſtion but we are formally tinners by pro- 
pagation;corruption of nature is fpirituall death where- 
1n we are conceived and borne, the deprivation of Gods 
Image, and depravation of nature are what wee have by 
propagation, which argueth the cauſe our fin in Adew. 
When as you deny umputation , «nd net by ation, 
you xuune into the Pelagian Herctie , as Yo before , 
where he ſtheweth the contrary the Orthodax dodrine, 
You joyne with the Papaft , of whom yet many are a- 
gain you and Belarmine hiutelt, againtt himiclt as Dr. 
ownh, ſheweth 1.4 c. 10. Set. 2. and Se.q.and DNrAt. 
bot againſt Biſhop: all ours hold as inquination of nature 
by propagation {0 imputation of 46«e- finne, whence 
wit and punifhment. Ile not waſt time in'n | 
h ; noarhen tg. your maſter he is amongft the Pro- 
phets here 
We affirme Adams finne i imputed to 16 to 097: juſt cendem.. 
nation, io Wot. in Detence Mr. Perk. p. 178. 
3. Neither doth the Apoſple compare one oth with aut ber, but 
theſatufaltion with the provecagion ang remedy mith the diſeaſe, 
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therwiſe he ſhould make ſins of omiſſion to be no diſobedience be. 
faxſerbe are ns atts,in whith yet alſo Adams fin fred. 

e compariſon is betweene difobedience and obedi. 
en ce, diſobedience imtfoldeth his omiſcion & commilsi- 
on:Chriſts obedience the perfet remedy, but whats this 
againſt the imputation of it ? 

4+ By the obedience of Chriſt whereby its bere ſaid, mai 
are or ſhall bee made righteoms, wee cannot undevſtand that the 
rightcounes of Chrif, which con ſiſts onely in bis obedience to 
th, morall Law, but that ſatisfattoryrighteouſuer mbich he per. 

ormed to that peculiar law of mediation, which was impoſed on 
him, and which chiefly conſiſted in his ſufferings, ſee C. 3. of 
this pe , Sect. 4+ P45: t | 
woſt interpreters compare this with 2. Phil. 8. where 
it's ſaid he humbled bimfelfe and became obedient unto death, 

xt. None of 6ur's mcanc by the obedience of Chirſt 
that which conſiſts onely to the morall law, they infold 
his PaſSiveobedience. 

2- Youdonot yell in oppofing that obedience to the 
Law, to what's mediatory. I have ſhewed he obeyed not 
that law og ions bur us and your ſelfe hold it an c{- 
ſentiall req ite to the Paſbive obedience , where you 
have conſidered gf this you muſt ſkeeke for ſatisfattion. 

3- When this is compared with that. 245. in that you 
ſhall find not onely Chriſts death and ſufferings, but his 
incarnation with * that ever he did and ſuffered eyen 
till death, his whole doings and ſufferings becomming 
man was his poyerty , not for. himſclte but us : ne:- 
ther is tlicre here an exclufion of his Active obe- 
dience. 

When as you obje&, out of Paxzus (as you ſay) if by the 
obedience of Chriſt we underſtand, Univyerlalem ejus confor- 
mitatem cumlege. 1. The eAnitheſfit willnor ftand , be. 
tweene the diſobedience of Adam, and the obedience of Chritt, 
Adams diſobedience being but a particulay travagreſſion, 

I Anſwer, 1. when we underſtand his univerſall obe- 

dience tothe law , it was but our debt, wee exclude not 
X x 2 Chritts 
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Chrifts ſufferings, which Pare calleth fſatisfa&tion to 
the Law. 

But tothe oppoſition, Adems fin is called diſobedience, 
and Chriſt: righteouſnefſe obedience ; the one was uni- 
ver{all obedience you ſay, and was not Adam: univerſall 
difobedicnce to the whole law ? Yes, but this is a lefler 
reaſon, there 1s a greater. | 

The effett, righteous making hath been hitherto attributed 
fo bs blood. 

Weeſtabliſh that,the other cannot in your judgement 
be excluded, ſeeing it's eflentiall, neither is blood tuffici- 
ent 6p that which 1s abſolutely neceflary, nay 

entiall. 

5. Smppoſe that contwary to Scriptures and and enrrent of 
Interpreters ; we wnderftand that ative ebedienee be performed 
tothe Laws yet will it not follow from hence therefore men myſt 
be made rightecus by imputation, for the righteous making bers 
i the ſame with that, ver. 16,17, 18, now that righteouſneſs 


a1 he callrit, yer. 17. & dejeribed 10 bethe gift, forgiveneſſe of 


many offences, and that cannot ſtand in the imputation, of anob- 
ſervation of the Law, 

It's a weary taske to run over and oyer the fame things 
which yet I nauſt doe 1t I examine you, the Reader may 
{ce Ido but follow you. let it be mine Apologie. 

x. It's not contrary to Scriptures, and as for the ge- 
nerall current, the man cannot bluſh that denyeth we 
have many for us againſt one that oppoſeth. 

2. Righteous ming in one and other placeare the 
ſame, here more fully delivered to be by Chriſts obedi. 
ence, nothing but righteouſnefle can make righteous, 

and no righteouſnefle but, Chriſt ;remiſsion is a conſe. 
quent as hath beerrſhewed. that which ſuppoſeth impu- 
tation of righteouſnefle.paſsive.all confeflc,but you,oe. 
and you hold that aQtive obedience to be a neceflary, 
nay eſſentiallregsiſite to that and meritoriom, how ano- 
thers righteouſnefle can be ours, but by imputation we 


6. Laſtly 


know not.. 
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wate manzer, at Peter was flame with death, therefore, by « 
, beaſt or with 'a Dagger, ſo from this that we aremaderigh., 
| teous by Chriſts diſobedience to thu aeterminate manner 
by Imputation, theve bring other manners of righteous 
y making . 
This arguing is not looſe, an others fin or righteoul- 
nefle can be no other waies ours but by imputation, be- 
ing tranſient as we have ſhewed : I cannoc be afinner 
or righteous by the fame otherwite, which yet the A- 
poſtle aflerteth : righteoutnefſe of Chritt active or paſ- 
=> will not doe 1t unlefle it be applicd, imputed by 


—_— — 


Imputation of finne isread in the ſame Chapter,v.z 3, 
and fo 1s imputation of rightcouſnefle twice 1n the for. 
mer, but it {cemes ic will not ſtand with your imputati- 
on of taith in a proyer ſenſe. 

Another text, 1s Row. 8, 4. that the righteonſueſſe of the 
Law might be ſalfilledin ww. 

Say you, 

It's argued that the righteouſueſſe of the Law can in no "uſe 
be ſaid to be fulfilled in ws but onely by the righteouſneſſe of 
Chriſt or obedience to the Law imputed. 

I anſwer, this text is uſually urged for our juſtificati- 
on againſt Romanitts, but that it ſhould be onely Chrifs 
fulfilling of the Law excluding his paſsive obedience, 
I know none that aflerteth it, but this 1s your common 
practiſe in laying down our arguments to intimate to 
the worldyour oppoſition againſt men that are onely 
for the imputation of Chritſts active obedience. 

Youtell us, 

1. Some Learned and Orthodex waderſtand it of ſanitifica» 
tionrather then juſtification, 

I anſwer, the ſcope ſheweth the contrary. which is to 
prove, though there be corruption in Gods people, per 
nd'condemnationte them that are in Jeſus Chriſt : theſe words 
ſhew what the Law could not do God ſent his Son, &c. 
X x 3 that 
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that the righteouſnefle of the Law might be fulfilled in 
us. ſee D. Dewnham, 1.7.dejuftif, c.7. ſeit. 19.11. Muſculns 
and your lelfe are rather otherwile |huc omnes propru- 
dent quos viderim Papiſta;] 5edneftrs ramen, He. Cham. 
1.11.c.7:;#.18.19. Neither dothoneor an others oppo- 
fition finder, but the ſtrength and reaſon of 1t. 

And here Il'e cite ſome of many, who plainely inter- 
pret it that WAY. | 

Our Homily amongſt other texts, mentiongth this, 
whence as it taketh notice, 1 of Gods mexcy, 1o 2. of 
Chrifts juſtice : po, Chri/tspgrr juſt ice, that x.theſatiſfs 
tion of Gods juſtice, or the price of egr redemption by the afering 
of his body and ſheddmg of kis blood, with fulfilling of the L 
perfeltly and thrapghly. ——1t confiſteth in, paying 0ur-ravſom, 
andfulfillmg of the Law. —whereby eur ranſom might befully. 

pay, the Law fulfilled, and his juſtige fully Jatiified : Sp thas 
Chriſt ts now the righteonſneſſe f a them that do, tyuely be- 
lieve in bing, ooſee them paid the ranſome by his death. he for 
them fulfilled the Law in his life , ſo that. now in hing apd by, 
him every true Chriſtian may be called a fulfiller of the Law , 
forarmnuch as that which their infirmity lacked Chrifts juſticg 
hath ſupplied, 1.par. Serm. Salvation, 

It'sa manifeſt alluſion to this place, and theſe contain 
the Dodrine of the Church of Eng lard about this buſi- 
nefle. Let Bezafollow. 

4 xa:04:. Tllud ipſum nimirum quod requirit Lex ut 
ex ejus preſcripto juſti ct 1ntegri coram deo cenſeamur. 
Nam cum ad peccatorum remiſs1onem et impletionem 
juftitiz acceſsit etzam hoc tertium, id eſt, perfecta. na- 
turz noſtrz integritas (quz omnia gratis conſequimur 
in Chriſto per tidem apprehenſo) ut in omnes facies 
ſe conyertat Sathan juſtz ſumus coram deo etiam ex illa 
abſolutiſsima legis formula quam obrem etiam dixat 
Apoſtolus tupra ſe legem non evertere ſed ſtabilire, 

In nobis, non dicit Apoſtolus anobis. Neque. enim 
idcirco in nobisnulla-cſt condemnatio quod juſtitza fit, 
in nobis inchoata : ſed. quia, in, Chrifto ſums. in 99 

| plene 
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plene ſumus ſanRificati, &c. 

Bullinger. Ex loco interc 1lecundum poſterius ſequitur 
ex priori, nelmpe cum lex nos nec Vivificare potyit, 
neque nos przitare potuimus, quod lex rediiret 
anebis, Deus qui Duves ctt muſcricordia, et bonitate 'fi- 
lium fuum miſit un mundun ut hic incaranretur, more- 
retur pro nobis atque ita peccatum impertectionis- no- 
{tr tolleret, et pertetionem fuam nobis confterret in 
de ; que eft pertectio et plenitudo legis, Conſtat ergo 
ex his Chriſtum implcvitic Legem et hunc efle pertecti- 
onem in orbe omnzum. Der. z, Serm. 8.p.137- 1. 

Deinde implevit Iegem Domunus quia voluntati Dei 
abiolutiſsime per omnaa fſatil tecit, cum fit zple ſantum 
ſanorum in quo nylla eft macula.concupiſcentia prava 
nulla, peccatum nullum. In eo cſt dilectio Dei pertc- 
Qiſsuma, er juſtitia per omnia abſalutitsima, et hanc 
nobis impertectiſsimis communicat gratis, ti credamus 
condonat enim nabis peccata factus pro nobis expiat1o 
et communicat nobis ſuam juſtitiam que impurativa 
vocatur.., - | 

Aretius, hoc 1x4:4u4 prorſusfuit complendum eriam 
im nobis 1deaque Chrittus induens noftram carnem, 
noſtro nomine perfecte preſtitte Legem, «37446. 5. non 
yeni. &c--— pertinet hac membrum ad beneficij Chri. 
|: applicationem ad nos ad Kew. 8.4. | 

Chamies, Sed noftris tamen magis placet rs /=:iupen 
Ts ee intelligi jus Legis duobus comprehenſiun capi- 
tibus : ung pxnas decernente us peccatores.altero 
etizam fic _plenam obedi:ntiam oxigente, nec-aliter 


guenquam ablolvente. Quorum neutrum nos in hae 
Carne Peccati poteramus , Ttaque nihul exar cer- 
tu #terng natione. Sed providit Deus, et dedit 


Mediatoreng a quo utrumque impletum eft ; et quidem 
pro nobis - nam et pxnas dedit violate legis, et 


_ implevie. err x tttud cum fir pro no- 
1s f a nobisrequirat, itaque jam 
pro certo. nulla damnatio oft 13s qui. tunt in Chriſto. ).. 
2. & 7. Sc. 19. The. 


See Chimnst, ds 
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The juſtification of the Law is fulfilled in us or by 
us, becauſe the righteouſnefle of Chriſt through fai 


15 ſo reckoned unto us as it we our {elves had done it,&s. 


Cartw, Annoet,in Loc. 

Dr. Davenaxt, anſwering Bell. citing this text thus, 
Reipondeo ad primum Locum : et fi nos non implemus 
Legem , tamen juſtitia Legis impletur in nobis qui 
interimur in Chriſtum;primum, quia Chri#tus ſatiste- 
cit Legi, pro omnibus membris ſur, patiendo mortem 
carnis ; 1ecundo quia illorum nomine exacte ad mini- 
mium uſqueapicem totam legem implevit, &c. c. 52. 
de aitnalinftitre, p, 562. , 

Idem Deus ſuo decreto (quia homo per peccatum in- 
firmatus fuit) tranſtulit legis impletionem in chriſtum. 
bezr&oroy, atque voluic ut iſla obedientia et juftitia quam 
chriſtus in carne noſtra przftaret per imputationen 
noſtra fieret. Ergo, &c. 

Probatur, ex kom. 34. Senſus loci hic eft : Chriſtum 
a patre miſſum renatos omnes et fibi infitos, a' damna» 
toria vi legis et peccati exemifle, poenam noſtro'no- 
mine ſ{uſtincado; quam nos ſuftinere non potuimus, 
legem noſtronomine 1mplendo cum nos implere non 
poturmus; atqueſtcnos in chrifto reputamur totum 
zus Legis 1umplevifle, quia et perpeſsi ſumus propter 
peccata noſtra pornam quain lex intentat,ct preititimus 
—_ exactam illam obedientiam quam ipla effla gitat. 
C. 29, Arg. 4. + 365: | | 

Ergo hoc ad veniam referre necefle eft : quia dum no- 
bis accepta fertur Chritti obedientia, Legid ſatisfatum 
eſt, ut pro juſtis ſenſeamur--— ſd quia ſuam 4ufſtitiam 
null:s communicat chriftus nxfi, &c,<. Calvm is locur, 

Ubi nonaliud Complementum defignat quam 'quod 
Imputatione conlequimur. Catv. infix. 1.3, e,11:p. 23: 
adiocum, & Kom, 8. "7 | | 
_ Eo enim jure communicatnobiſcum'Dominuschri- 
ſtus ſuam juftitiam-ut mirabiliquodam modoquantum 
pertinet ad Dei:judicium, vim ejus mn ————_— 
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Aliud non ſenſifſe abunde liquet, exaltera ſententia, 
quam paulo ante poluerat quemadmodum per unws 
obedicntiam conſtituti fumus peccatores ita per obedi- 
entiam unius juſtificari : quid aliud eſt in Chriſti obe- 
dientia collocare noſtram juſtitiam nifi aflerere eo ſolo 
nos haber! juſtos, quia Chritti obedicntia nobis accepta 
ferturac {1 noſtra cflet. &c. viſe. 

Parew in locum Altera cauſa finalis liberotionis no» 


ſtr per Chriſtum fuic, ut jus Legis impleretur in nobis 


hoc eſt ut maledictioni Legis maledicta morte crucis 
Chriſti ſatitheret, eaque ſatisfactio nobis imputaretur 
non ſecus acfi a nobis umpleta fuiſlet. Impletur in nobis 
dum nobis imputatur per fidem, hoc ct acceptatur a 
deo quaſi per nos preitita dum propter cum nos a pec- 
catis juſtihcat. O6/erve hu phraſes and imputation, 

| Thave been too large enough,it not too much of con- 
{cience to ſhew our tenſe by Interpreters. Let us now 
conſider what 1s oppoſed. 

2. 1t cannot be meant of allive obedience imputed, becauſe it 
muſt be ſuch arighteouſneſſe and fulfilling which may be ap- 
prebended a proper effett of (hrifts conan fine in the (*) Pa 
fleſh, ver. 3. The latter « intended a fruit of the former ; now nc 19mm. ae 
Chriſts aftve obedience or imputation of it cannot be that ef... *imitere, neq; 
felt, condemning finne s by deahb, ana he that hath the guilt of ds 
his fixne taken away by death needs no other righteouſneſs or Cvivie noſtro- 
impuration whatſoever; as Conclul 1. & 4, 2. cap. of this enpicnivan, fed - 
Treatiſe. | GrChriſti inyas- 
Bez.a ſheweth the prepoſition v4 (3) can by wo reaſon ad- woltrx cormpri- 

wit this interpretation, neuher duh the Apoſile now ipeake of _— _— ard 
the death of Chriſt, andthe expiation of our ſinner, but of bis plc. 
Inc ar nation and the corruption of our nature aboliſhed thereby, - 3570 =e->agi 
and he giveth () condemned, (© Abetiſhed, as you, and © 
ſhewes how it doth come to palle for finne is acconmed no.  Namimpu- 


thing though the reliques thereof 1. maine in m, by Chriſts hi godivieations 


righteauſueſſe imputed wnto ns, $765 Qt. 
2. Suppole it of forgivenefle of finne by death, you quam vis C.per- 
cannot exclude In: nor imputation of the {cures 


y 
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Altera was /aith No, but an other end of ſending Chr 


active obedienceof Chriſt Chrifts death nor imputed 
doth not do away guilt, and Chriſts active obedience 
15 an eſt#reallfequiſte 23 you ay rothat, Let us mrear 
you then that both may be imputed; what you ſay is 

onahained; octane p be 
3. Put 17 0l : onde mning frave m the fleſh, 
et. he, vne'was ' 


Legs implereru {irhe, 164 order 4; that (he trybtrowſnefſe of the Law might 
In NOD13, ut mAIEe- 


diction; Legis 


maledita morte 


crucis, ſatisfierer OF imp ed pe 14 a if bed been ful filled by BY, — Jr is fat. 
caque CatisfaRtio filed yn us wh:il/? £515 imputed wnto I, 


. nobis 1mpncaretur 


non ſecus ac fi a 


nobis ipſiv imple- powerty , bedience From Dir {acurnation'rs his death, from 
pleur innobss Which Chrifts a@tive obedience to the Law cannot be 
d.m nobisimpu- excluded, it was yart of his (ubjeQtion and Humiliation, 


tarurs 


% 


In 
in 


Zion Pen 
Probe iow 


be ſutfited im wa, that by the xavjed trath of rhe eroſſe ſarirſa.. 
(tion wnrght be wade 11ht twiſt of tbe Lure, and that ſatis fatti- 


By the ſutfteriogs of Chriſt Paremw mcancch ber whote 


and as tor you ,your grant that 1ts an efentinll regurſite to 
what 1s Mediatorie will ſtop your mouth. | 
: tr un wnquoth dxprefſion m them. for it denotes ſab/eft5ve 
ihe ”n or ſome kynd of efficiency ; freends of imputarin affirme 
Chriftrrightroufneſſe ſubjreftively in him, in ns by 1mput acion, 
nor by way of efficiency, ſo they are no1 works, therefore un im. 
pwred riIghteonſneſſe canner in any tolerable conftruttionbr ſaid 
10 be fulfilled in men. | | 
r, *%«» your felfe(p. r4. itt 7.)give us the clerre mer. 
wing of the place :' 4n er wponw , made good anll fully mani. 
fefted in us or upon ns, viz. in our Inflification. 
Inwhich lenſe their neither fubjedtive inheſton af 
therighteouſnefle of the Law'ndrefhciency. 
2. When ft vaid to be [44] wedeny it [away] 
th that'name with Bez.e;and may vppolſe with hum. 
But —_—_ are in yore , B. whom BY 7 
vily , forthat which we fpewke of the imputed bolyne 
tae 4 fo to endo verry. 6 o know that rn arr 
not therefore accounted holy beforrthe Lorll bepawſe the bitegyi- 
ef the man Chriſt, doth 'preve ut what's wanting to ure, 
but beravfe be hith wholh ſanthifiedusim himſelf for ever. - 


It 
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acceptedof God as dene by us, whilſt for tt hee juſftifieth us from 
exr ſinner, | | 
| 4+ If compleat rhedience which ruery believer according tothe 


ww FT IH IR 4 


« Ie 5s fullflled in ws whilft it is imparted by faith: that 6, it tf fanftos coram 
Deo habzri quod 
Chriſti komi- 
nis integritas _ 
iat noſtrz 
Fey vod 11- 


| Iv variety of their ſeverall callings and conditions, Ke. ſtand le nos in (olidum 


ound te performe: it's not truth its juwllfilled in them, by che im- 
puiation of the r1ghteonſneſſe of Chriit , ſcares # believer but 
Sands bound tepartics lar att nut found in the workes of righte- 

ouſueſſe performed by Chritt, | 
Its ſtrange when as be fwlifilled allrightronſurr but ofthat 
ſee the place, and the next argument taken from it's ſu: 
perabundance, &c. 
$5. durdroue tra flatedrighteenſneſſe ſiugnifieth nos conform. 
ty wah the Lew; but that Inftification which was the end an 
intent of the Law, QC - 
: And yet you lcethey hold and gather cheutwputati- 
on of Chriſts rightcounefle , thatcontention about the 
word will not ſtead you. | 
: 6, Neuher muit wi of neceſſity and withall preciſener, nnder- 
fhand the morall law and that it canner be ment yreciſely of the 
morall law is evident: 8 
\ I. Ferer Marty hath theſe words, I fay thoſe words tarmnot 
be expownded of the C oxernernrall law, - 
And the concupiſcencehe comforteth himſelf againſt 
undeniably in the morall law , and that was it which 
ad the promiſe of life. 
-.1.:To your Arguments, 1 know not that the Cereryo- 
niall Law or judiciall were impoſhible, burthenſome it 
may be ; orif, ther's no compariton-between'them for 
1 bility, with the moraf{. Fhemiſedome of the fleſh , 
& narfabyjelt ts the Law of Godey can be not tothat law. * 
2+ Its falſe that they built ſo much on thoſe asthele; 
And uf it weregranted the morall law cannot bee exclu- 
ded from min. 
When as you ay. | 
4. Themorall law ſuppoſe it had not beene weakg by the fleſh, 
tew!d no; by oxat obſervation avi juffitd Ferre! ons 
Tr ) 2 OHM 


ſandificavirt im 


ſele in erernum. 


Impletur in 
nobis dum nobis 
impuratur per fi- 
dem ; hoe eſt ac- 
ceptatur a Neo 
quaſi per nos 
preſtita dum 
propter cam nos 
a peccatisjuſtifi* 
Cats 


Iſta inquam 
verba non pol- 
ſunt expon: de 
lege ceremonia- 
rum, lecs {om de 
jus, Set, 20, 
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bound to the obſervation of the other two, and had beene found 
wane 1, 

But you muſt confider both theſe were added be 
cauſe of :hat weaknes; and ſuppole 1t, which deſtroyeth 
your ſuppoſition, 

And when you lay. 

It"s ewident that by the righteonſueſſe of the law in ths place, 
the 4 3" antapate ſuch a law which of it ſelf was abletouſtt. 
fie had ut metwith ſtrength in men anſwerable tout, andthere. 

ore it cannet bee means here determinaily of the morall Law 
which bath no ſuch ability in rope? ofthe Jewes. 

You lce not how you deſtroy your owne aflertion, for 
the morall law wasable but on our weaknes dilinabled : 
It had that ability towhole mankind, the man that did 
it ſhould live: of whatever Nation or condition. 

As for your determinatly and preciſly-I have no skill 
inthem, (if they pleature. you ought) 1 know not 
who againſt you uteth them. 

4+. Laſtly, becauſe ]ews had bin never the neerer juſtification 
by cherighteenſne: of che law imputed from Chriſt, being under 
the tran:greſſion of other lawe7. 


Chriſt fullflled ponds which imputed is as 


large as they necd , how it can follow that the mo- 
rall Law is not meant, were ther'sa fulthiling all righte- 
oulſnes,or a righteouſnes imputed which 1s the fulfilling 
of all r:ghtcouſnes, I conceive not- | 

7- Thecleere meaning of the place ſeemes to be thi thatthat 
juſtification or way of making men ; ry which Moſes wri- 
rings, beld forth, by faith inthe Meſſiah ro come, to bee made 
good or fully manifeſted wpon us, who walke not, &&c, giving e- 
vidence the great juſtifier of Min, MOSES forctold is 
come, &cC. 

I's. Thu interpretation is confirmed by the ſweet agreement it 
hath with ſuch a ſullfilling of the Law intheſe that believe and 
live accordingly, and the ſending of the Meſtias , as in the 

former, &c. 
What truth ſoever there be in that, that, what «Hoſes 


prophehied 
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propheſied of is fulfilled in ſuch, as believe ; and that 
ther's an agreement. as in the reaſon. Yet it's not the 
ſcope of the place, which hath been ſhewed. 

Beſides that interprecation weegive of imputation of 
the rightcoutnefle of Chriſt agreeth both which Moſes 
and Davis, as the Apoltle ſh:weth. It's a fullflling of 
what Moſes (pake:inthy [red (ball all the Nations of the earth 
be bl:{ſed, ind with: Gods ſending of the Meſsjas which 
was 1# Make an end 0; /in' and te bring in everlaſting r1gbteous.. 
ze/ſe, of which D.miel. &c. 

The ſenſe of fulfilled is notloft in our expoſition, {al Dum nobis ac- 
virfound it when he ſaid, whenas ( briſts obearence roth e law 


accounted inſt, yp , ut pro 
He deſigneth no other fulfilling to us then that which we at- og 
taine by imputation. L —_—— 


See before;and Parzus;ſurely,when as Chriſt came to ſalebs cnn tied 
fullfill it hedid ſo-and -# ++ fulifilleg in ws when a it is apply= ooh anne 
ed, As bx we _ +<—4 it. . _ hella od imputations 

ou (ay queſt ionleſſe , righteommneſſe here is the ſame with <oncpumur, 

he ſo > . witneſſed by the law and the Prophets, and Toylewr in no- 
eftabliſhed, VET. 3T- — applis 

Of the text &om. 3. 3. enough hath beene ſpoken © 
twice before, and alſo the 21. verſ. Thither 1 ſend the 
Reader that 1 may ſpare often doing over the ſame, See 
Calvin on both places 

And to your tourth, I grant ths place agrees with that, 
Rom. 2.21,22.25.%c. But deny in cither, that the righ- 
teouſnefle of God, that is, the way or means, God uteth 
for Juſtification ſtands in remiſs10n of finnes, only ſee. 
ing it muſt needs be by righteouſnes-and ſeeing remiſs1- 
on of finnes isa conlequent of Juſtihcation,it cannot be 
a way and meanes of God unto it. 

And Secondly, 1 deny that it can well bee called the 
righteouſheſ{eof the Law: - 

Thirdly. :hough it was not ſo fully revealed in the 
Law and Prophet » as after Chriſts incarnation and 
Yy 3 death 


—__ 
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death , yet Chriſt was a Lambeflaine from the begin. 
ning of the \Vorld , and ſo ſinne was condemned in the 
fleſh of Chriſt, the vertue of it had the ſame effeR, but 
this laſt is not to our bulineſle. 

Thenext Text which commeth to your underſtand- 
ing uſed from this caulc 1s. | 

9. Rom. 31,32 Bat [ſracl which followed after the Law of 
righteouſnes, hath not attained tothe law of rig bteowſnes, wher. 
fore? becauſe they ſmght it net by faith, but as it were by the 
workes of the Law. 

That is, had the Jewes who followed after the law of 
rightcoutneſle believed in Chriſt, they had attained the 
Law of righteouſnefle , that is, ſhould have had the 
rightootnetls of the Law performed by Chriſt impu- 
ted tO tnem., 

Had the Jewes who ſought after rightcouſneſſe and 
Juſtification by the workes of the law, by their obedi- 
ence tothe Law of God , beleeved in Jelus Chriſt for 
righteouſneſſe and Juſtification they had attained rag 
tcoulneficand Juſtthcation, God had imputed it, they 
had received it and biz juſtifiod by it, But they knew 
not thisrighteouſnes of Gods they ſubmitted not to it, 
they rejected Chriſt and it , and would bee juſtified by 

Noluernntcam Performance of the Law, and ſo mitt it. | 
ampledi,Paraw 71, It's lard e. 10. 3. they knew wat Gods righteonſneſſe,that 
en u5jul- which he revealeth in the Goſpell , Chriſt our righte. 
eſt ide amplcfi. gulnefle, or his righteouſreile, the righreouſnes of G Q D 

Ignorantiaet OF Saviewr, 1 Pet. a» They went about to eſt 4 lifh they owne 
lupervia quadam rig Lteomwev inherent; that which was not,or ſhort of what 
Citriſto obl,, God requured to chgrend they [nbmutednot roit, they 
contemnint e- would «ot imbrace ; faith, 
—- They would be juſtifies by rhere owne works, not another:, 
legis qui eſt They ignorantly andprondly comenmed 1, XC. The pores 
rave quam is ®btained rig hteonſneſſe, g, C, vers 30. #54 giſt given by God, 
Chriſto decen- receioud byfath a1 an hand See Parmus in the Margent. 
mime Letusnow examine youranlwer ou lay, 

1. By the law of rightrouſueJe they ſought after but could 

not 


CO 


Obtinuerunt f<- 
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wor attaine, is nur mean the murall Law: or any law properly ſo dein LE 
called, moral, cere moniall or judicial, bus as 4jter Juſtification ſtum ve bum 
or righ;conſueſſe, us in anſwer, the fifth, eee" —_ 

. 1.1 antwere, Juſtification and righteonſnefle really: v dom a Des; 


eift: fide ut 


differ as cauſe and effect, and may not be confounded : nitt* fide ur 
You might more properly lay rrghteouſheſſe to Juſti- <2 n: £-pra, c 


n= $. veri. 17, Fides 
hcation. apprehendic jul- 


2. This they fought but attained not, becauſe they tinam grans im. 
fought it by the workes ot the law, that isby obedience ?anan- ew 


to the law, not onely the morall but ceremoniall law. tf«« accipienes 


ow When you {ay. God bad given them thoſelaws, ans agg = 

I Anſwer, none urge the tceking of the Law, as not nm jultcie in 
having them; bur the Law asa meanes of righteoutnes 57, Hua 
tolite. When you adde, fir fcles a1iyd 5 F- 

T heir ſiudy te beepe the law, conld not be a cauſe of comming prays mg enim, 
ſhort of righteonſacſſe. el organi ace 
Kiam, 


' Tanſwer yes, when as they did it to attaine righteouſ.. BZ, 
nefleto Juſtihcation ; It was'a P haraſaicall pratile ; =S = 
condemned by Chriſtand his Apoftles;holy obedience 777 5 
to the commandements, for ends required by God is on 
thing, tor righteouines and Juſtihcation, is condemned - 
becaule it's unpolsible, and tor many reaſons cle. 


2» Tothe ſecond an{wet 1 reply, wemeane righteouC. 


e | IS 
'3« As Calwmand Muſculw, neither doe wereftrain® 
this 0 the Moralllaw, and this fatwfieth thes alſo. 
4. Neither could cither doe them good, ſuppoſing 
their attainment, being finners,though it be impoſible 
which is all I will fay to the 3. 
$. Your fift is granted it was Tighteoninefſeto jul. 


tification as before- They ſought it, then by the workes 

of the law,and could not attaine it, it was not thecourſe 

or meanesof God. There ts another way then which 

the Gentiles walking in obtaimed perfe& righteouſnes, 

oy and for Juſtification, thatas,the righteoulnefle.af 
r 


iſ eiven ns by God, ed by faith. 
pays py nes 
Rs TO. 
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106-Rom.4. For Chriſt is the endof the law for righteeuſ.. 
xeſſe 10 every onethat believarh, 

Therefore ( ſay the maſters of that way of imputation, which 
wee deſire to hedge wp with thornes, ) the rightawſneſſe of 
CHRIST or thc obedience performed by him, to the mo+ 
ral Law is that which « imputed ro thoſe that doe believe for 
ther rigbteewſneſſe. 

|  _ Let the Reader peruſe, that which was taken out of 
ood preterjn= Parews, it lerveth tolcad usto the opening this place. 
claw, eſta» 


juſtiria alia,que That which they (ſc ering right eomſne// E by f 
ſt de ſeu blyſher g their owne,) Were 1gnorant of cud ſubmitted not to was 
: the righteoutſneſle of taith ; the righteousnefle which 
taith receiveth and God umputeth , to here the Apoſtle 

Solus Chtiſtus ſheweth. ; 
cam preſtar 3d Pardug (having ſhewed that the law was given-to give 
credenti Atjuf- lite) and the impoſs1bility of attaining it but by com- 


tivia fide! pe ming to Chrift,not by the laws fault;but want of obe- 


ex plic,p. 796. 5, dicnce in us not able to obey it-) he laith , onely Chriſt 
ties abt; perſ« ormeth « to righteouſnes 10 every one that believeth, 


quomedo Dei Whichas betore he calleth r:1ghteoutneſle imputed. 
juſtitiam fide in_ 
duant homines , 
quia ſe. impuratu* j11is Chriſti juſtitla. (lv, in le, 

Ab ipſo uno (Chriſto juſtitiam gratuiram p_— Teſſa _ vb 

Poſtqnam tamen omnes 1 n reatum conjecit novam ſubſtituit in Chriſto juſtitiam ,ouz ” 
non a ire _y eratss donata fide py ak - i6, OATS < one Opera MIT 

Bera ſbewing that the attaining the e the law, not ht b lity of the Law, but the vici- 
onſneſſe Sfowfleſp addeth, Cui >» Auo4 ita medetur Chriſtus ut in din A mer. fidem ako im = 
finem legis conſequamnr,per illum juſtificati qui pro nobis legem i levit,pronobis maledi@i _— 
ne in ſc recipit, ct in quem fro nobis onnes benediRiones ſunt effulz nt fieret nobis juſtitia ſanRifica- 
tio, Gre quam obrem eriam Apoſtolus dixit ſupra, 3. z1. ſe per fidem non rollere legem ſed ſtabilire 
1 £oc 

Paulum opinor non modo legem a Chriſtos impletam dicere ſed de hujus impletionis efficacia nobis 
videlicer per imputatwnem juſtificatis, id ib, 

Intelligitur (iocus ) de vera et perſe&a juſtitia quam in Chriſto gratis impatato conſequimur, 

Parzus having token of thoſe texts, Rom. 1, 17. 3. 21-<xd1 0, Rom,z. ſaith, perpetuo imtelligit eam 
juſtitiam, quam Deus peccatori credenti donat , non per infuſionem ſed per imputationem interpretc 
Apoſtolo, Rem. 4.6. 11. (afig, Þ, 22. ſeep. 497, of the ſame. 

Dr. D avenant urgeth thu rext in the place before p. 365. 10, Rom. 334, Hic finis de quo Inquirer 
Apoſtolus eſt primaria legis intentio,(c; ut homine n juſtificer et ad vit am perducat per ejuſdem obſer 
vationem, quia antem noſtro vic' contrarium porius in bobis, efficit ; ſuce@.lerit Chiiſtus er ſug obedi- 


enti4 omnium credentium nomine przſtita primarium finem legis jmplet ; hoc eſt juſtificat ſyos er ad 
2ternam vitam 4 mary, ib. thu he wgeth againſt Tapifts . 
For the juſtice of God in thu verſ, (10.Kom. 3, )verſ, 4- 51 put the perſelt fullſiling of the law | 
which u every ones righteouſneſſewhich doth believe. Cartw, annct. jn wat So hrRa- 9. 
Thu =” w wged by «ur Homily, and what # geftered theme on that of Rom, 8. 3- wee have heard Dy, 
am argerh 6, 4, rc. 2.vct, g. 
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| 'Let vsnow examine your atifwers. 
1, "Thers'sncHour of Reaſon that 'by Law in this place 
ſhould be meant the rig hteowſneſſe of the Marall Law preciſty 
and heterminal 


'That-the Moral Law is meant-is enough, [ ow 
tone exclude the .Ceremoniall Law, and that: wilt be 
-— being «ter#« lex cx cterane obligationis,:as your 
elle. 


2, 11s net tre that the righteouſneſſe of (brift i dro 
believers (ſuppoſing ſuch A oe. q be 6 the rnd of 
the Morell Law, for _—_ canbee properly ſaid" the enil of 
4 thy, bat onely that which i» reaſow avay be obrainedbyit ; 
there's an wtter impoſſibiliny that Taſtification by Chriſt ſhould 
beabtained by the Morall Law : bath no cauſality, 
ro ſuch an iffeft, it may more reaſonably be ſaid the end: of the 
Ceremeniall Law, as tipiſy ing ( briſt and bis booed, not as « 
Law, which was 16 exyire on Chriſt; coming, 

The text is, Chrift 52 the end of the Law for righteenſneſſe, 
to every ove that believerh ; what man in yaune 
forby the works of the Law, byfaith in Chrilt he may 
obtaine onthat ground. 

Juſtification might be obtained by the Law, : the favtt 
was notin the Law, but our ſelyes, as the Apeſtlcantd 
Expoſitors : thence geen before. We-urge 
not that juſtification by Chriſt ſhould be obtamed} by 
the Morall Law;buttaith apprehending the; {- 
nefſeof Chrift, and yet the 'Morall Law :accidentally 
(as Mr, Gat.) leadethto Chriſt.and inftruReth, as your 
{effein»#. 'Chritt is the complemuent af both'for righ- 
teouſnefle, the perfe&ton of them. 

'3- Thatwhich you [give themunde of the Greeke 
Anthors,#hmn 0 rift exhrbired tothew that.athich the 1 aw 
propenndet#to1rsſelfe; but con! not Nig. Tnſtrfication. 1s what 
fay.(if you adde rjghteouſnefſe)as rhe text, and(*»1ſoÞ. 

{ome to Juſtificatron, withont rightcotifnefle there's 
no Juſtifhcation. 
4+ .The 4. your ſelfe reject. 


4 . 5 1s 
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5. 1s bec1uſe by bis incarnation and death bee put anend to 
the Moſaicall diſþenfation; you lay its arruth but no rue 
expoſition, | | 

I. Itsno truth, de ceremoviali verum, de moral; nonitexs, 
ſo Paremc of it, It ftandeth not with, what hee delive- 
red, c.. 3. att. per doitrinans fidei Leger ftabiliri, $0 T oſanta 
to that place. . | BR) | 

.. It's no true interpretation as Toſſavw, ibid, from 
the (cope. 

e lcope plaine means ſeemes £0 be this, that the Law 
(meaning the whole Moſaicall difpenſation, wargiven to the 
ewes by God for this end, that it might inſtrut them of the 
Meſſiah ts come to die for thew, god they might believe in 
him accordimgly, and be juſtified; « fureber to prepare them 
for the Meſſe himſelfe and perſeft ſervice of God which hee 
ſhould bring with bim. | 

r. Ifthis be Gods aime in the whole Hoſaivall diifen- 
ſation, its of that part, the Morall Law, and how.is there 
then an utter impoſs1blillity that juſtification by Chr:/# 
ſhould be procured or attained by the Morall Law ? 
{cR. 19. ſecondly, the whole was given by God tothew( ſay "of, 
for thus end that it might inſiruit thew of the CMeſſias, that ſs 
they wight believe and be. juſtified. 1 know not but theſe 


are inconſiſtent. 


' 2. Whenas Mr. Gataker rather inclineth that Chriſt 
was the end of the Law, for that reaſon limply, quis 
tex reverapopuls Deilata oft qua ad meſſiam viam premuniret, 
quod erat muwiſterij Moſaici precipinuns munns, . 

Though there be a truth in it, that the Law inftru&t. 
cth and Ieadeth to Chriſt;Ceremoniall,yea and Moral, 
as Mr. Gatt«ker (which latter I know not how it will 
conſiſt with your opinion in point of preparation, and 
”_ you muſt hold it becauſe it's the office of the 
whole ) | 


x. Yet that's confelledaccidentall. 


2. There” 
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:'2/ There's an other given by Gewarsr, with us, © Fink Vor, as 


complementum 


we oft lacet anemic ae gratiz Len ct, deſi t, nempe 
cammnedis new Mea del, Chute rlias eofog fn Tt In 


IS 
11 $4 


ook ievealled firainedbuewichortredſor Sijen! Ineprowicnn 
x ny that it's the common tenet, and "Mr, Gartaker «, ego © quiden nie 


ubenter admiſe 
xt ampcvenab a Leyiaiobis viotarh plepiſimam pro nobis ſac _— TT 
mn ro $ 1atiSFactl 1 © 
Ee eg dock Loh de lege per do» 
Ainam Brangelcapliabga $ thy 
. Sn " Perf x 
3- Chiefy and properly. —_ fie (fond 


Par zus noting that you give eccidentall) Chriſtns eſt Gnks Legizhee oft com lementum, et perfeQio q ie 
Legis impletio4n folo Chriſtoeſt er kaberur ficur dicit ipſe,nd vnei lege folvere (ed "gm 1 


alcm Conformirate r#£t qaam ſolus iplc babuwi et haber, > bacafaiche ro 10ne 
> pro peccatis per hunt marien, Eg perſe knis ac juſkicacae goſkra quia pre- 
ep perfeftam obedientiam a hanc praſtant! bus promutit vitam. 


—_ doth Mr. Gazaker deny this /egi7 frees per ſe. 
I demand why fo per 4coidens exclude that 
which is per or the ſcope its proper, the queſti- 
on 41s how't 2 Gentiles obtained righteouſhefle; how 
the Jewes miſt it, theſe ſought i by the works of the Law, 
they knew-not Gods rightecnſneſſe, ſubmitted not tot, Chrift 
in quo ſalo legir, imple: 10 eft et haberar, who therefore is the Juſitia vera nem 
perfection of it, and this is that of taith, and that righ: » rt ef 
ecouſneſle of fajth is imputed (as Pare: etc where) and % logi implacie 
when he'demandeth ad 96-4? hcanſwereth, 4d jufriaw non et vi in 


Chriſto. Neque 

— of thetext an —_ js igizur et Gais Legio, af julliion; b juan me 
rat enim in ſc i — +" we amy, hoc cit juſtiuam 

dre {bus vero ? O——_ ph unc haber Leph, ur fac icaces legem cr juite vi- 


ventes juſtificentur ſeirh Toſſanss,[llum finem ar Pane eK folus Chriſtus et nog aſſequimur dum fide 
evo apprehendimus ; Id in Chriſto. Ethiberny er preftacyr vera juſticid quam! les requiris modo wn 
gum c1edamus. Offertor quidgm juſt ita omaubus donatur cauem bt ump,tauur folisc CES 


Grant the Law now ac accident leading ts! Chriſt, 
yet in Chriſt the complement and fulfilling of 
the Law, it i: and i8 co be bad.eſt et habetur; nyo Ao 
ouſnefle, which isnot without fulfilling: the Law, and 
it's al 'onein Chriſt merited for tina that belicye, 
given to them that believe and imputed. 

Cheiſts conformity axiies humility, was mocking dc 


The DoBrincef Juſtification cleared, Part. 2. 


but perfect fulfilling, his whole poverty confifted.in 
by. yet x ROY god 
F text Wound. no. more. Were- 
then Chriſts ſufferings and palsive obedience, bir You 
hold the other an eflentiall xequilite tg the etheacy 
of that paſsive obedience, cannot exclude it,; and-this 
text is evident for full obedienceto the Law. 
' Butllereturneto you. Youconfirme what you ſay, 
Def ele Lo fr graſs ries elfer 
is the end of the Law for ri #effe by the obſerva. 
Cp ««s ils ows, = ſang ht ro be juſtified, which was 
« well of the { eremaniall ar the Morall. * 
ena ire th 
15 tae A 1m it to r1 & 
4nd ſo juſtification of believers, : | 
2... Neither yet , that the' Ceremonial] Law was a 
Scoolemaſter to Chrift.. 1. Secing thereby wngueftionatly 
i: meant the whole frawe of bedy or the adminiſtrationef Mor 
(es, as your ſelfe in the ſame place, and by this you 
e your ſelfe to Mr. Gattaher, who is onely- tor pr 
emoniall Law, which yet concerned not every behen 
ver (which is the Apoſtles here) but Jewes, and ſo long 
the words hada truth before it, and will SE 
ſo.that the 1ugine ſcope is that the onely way toi 
righteon to, juſtification is; by knowledge of 
iſt and ſubmiſs1on to Chriſt the righteouſndlle of 
God: Faith-in Chriſt is the way of obtaining righte- 
outnefle before God, and that becauſe he is the Com- 
plement of the Law to that end, in coef er baberny ; Tet 
me befoundnet having mine own but that which is b 
he! faxth of Chriſt, 0—pmatne yon” whic 
15.10 per invputatiener as FParexns out of t E, &, 
| w#r.6.11, of which before. bf 
he next text is, 
3 Cori 1. 3. But yee are of bimin Chrift leſs, who of God 
* made to 4 wiſdore andrighteenſaeſſe, 8c, =» 
Becaule Chrilt is Gidto be made tous of God righ- 
| tcoulnefle 


woQh | 


D,, 


— WwAY wu 


teoulnells therefore the rightcoulnetls of Chrikt ivimy 


puted'te us. 
Hove lefor-colonn for the dremedimpwuration, thes in any. | 
of the former Seripinres, + 119. 
Fetius alitels view [yverpreters, for by-cthom: you did 


Propo to giveus: 10N- 

ouradverfariesas you cal them, who ſuppoſeand: 
opole ſtrength in this place for the imputation of 

Enfifts righteouſnelle to us, are 48 Proceffienrs that I 


To fatishe your Hearers and Readers 1 will enquire a 
little into Expoſitors. | 


{alvis, intelligit nos ejus nomine a<cepts; efſe deo quia morte ſug noſtra expiayeric 
et £jus bodies hedis tn Rs impurarure nam cum bidet juſtitia in peccatorum remiffione et gra 
euita a6cepratiove confiſtat, urrumque per Chriſtum conſequimurs In Lecum 3 ſee him 1ufſst: liz; 6; 


To: 19. 
Thu I fade urged, pro {mpntara Chriſti juſtitia, <ginft Rowenifhe, andeindicated- in the caſhgetone 
Bellarmine | 


Parzus brimgerh it into forme thy, Juſtitia neſtra ſeu _nobis donaca- jaſtificamur. Nulla alia ni 
Chriſti juſticia nobis per impuraca, eſt noſtra coram Deo juſtitia. Nulla igitur alia niff 
Chriſti juſtiria uobis1mputara coram Deo juſtificamur. See him large, Sre what's mentioned on, 
3 ler. 6. before, fox byth theſe places goe band in hand, . 

8% Amed. p.1 44.and ( bamier feb. 17, 18, 19,30, 31,32, 8-24- Jaſtitiad Dro nobis faftus eſt quis 
in eo.ole juſti habemur, illus merito julti, drops InLoc, 

Tofſav. ip Loc. Sic jullit ia noftra per ſanguinem ad Rem, 3. Erquidem juſtitia non exparte cd rota 
noftra jufticia, per remiffionem peccatorum e impurgtionem totiusſnz jiltitia, fic ler, 33. p, 19. 2d 


Sering we bad no h vertue as to obtaine righteouſneſe fora: of the Loyd; (brift was givenus by the 
Laid why preformed perfelt ebediemce to the Law, bus #bedjence. us. might be made righteou!, for 
7b «bedjence of Chriſt, imputed to 11.444 apjretradedty uy of 07s, 5 ROM9, 06 
gleeed in { broſt why # made unto us of, God wiſiiom, Rigs —__ 1 Cor-3-30. &c.And thy « our rights 
yeouſneſſe Chriſt hwm/elfe, whoſe niger and It ing: artibedits. 1, 42h, wing aigeh 
remiſſion. of fnae: and trus rightcouſurſſes 'Dr. Whitaker Þ» 2389, Aj% ig Capp, a Nuic, lag 
affrn-cth Chriſt 20 be made wnts us, 1þid, 

Fee Joh, Crotiu. «» that Text, 1 Cor.1.30. & 23 Ter, 6: $i Chriſtus abis faftueſt juſtitiae: $9.00. 


| 6: YC utitiaer 
iph US fony juſti_per-imputatjone@nupid; Ne jujavia ippurathf- 383 « Fre,himconfarimg hoe, 
© A þ4 % L S #* . . 
hs <1 a i lore rt eſtnoftry juſtiviaz- q Chriſti juſtiuack noſtrajuſti:ig, Chrikus enim 
mee qua efeperivns 156 73tgne guarum Tapaliarym pexfp41gnum.o}} noſtra jul} itjas Is raponc obedir 
Ettiz lacizfaft> ciayli rations ahedipt}a.et dlyxayppu Arif, Chiiltus anc non porelt elle ngſtya jultitin, 


nin ,jpfius juſtica neſtra fit juſt iviae, 8+ « ud; goby ItRP4irGs, 327, and Dr, | 
y vipfinnjuttica pefira fir jultivie, 2-36 3/8 | pobiſgum Giratparres, 377 r, Dogaham & 


| Let us now heare you. 
: Chriff 1no thergeſe affirmed 20-be, arctabaweadt Kigh- 
tr0nſneſse to wm then wiſdome or ſanitification, therefore there's 
00-2007 8 gounſracmadedd bance impauacian of ( brofty raghte- 


S 3 reomſ- 


The Doarine of Juflifieuion cleared. . Paxt'a, 


Kliter , ſaith 
{hamier, fan- 
Qtifkeartio alicer 


jJuſtitia nimjcum 


vel inhzcenres 
vel ippurative, 


Et hoc quidem tanto certiusquanto diſtm@ius poſica juſtitia et anRificatioz nam juſtitid inhareas- 


5: unſavory : Thus fpeciall manner cannot bee 


good hence, 


"The —_—__ he 15 made the Author or ſole. meangs br way of 


ſed for ma by his death. | 


aerrH, PATE 
t» ;As1 finde this Text, 


putation, ſo I finde in Papitts this. objection. Becanns 


maketh it, to whom Job, Grocims and Chamire give a par» 


[pay 


ticular anſwer, | 
2«, Though: there be granted; ſome 
wherein Chriſt is ſaid to be all thole, it 
but there are ſpeciall diftcrences. | | 
For ſanttification is the ſame with righteouſneſſe inharent, 
and =—__ waſt it be an other righteouſneſſe which we call 
imputed, | | 


eadem eſt (Gan@ificatio quia utraque inhabitu utra jue in operibus juſtio que co ipſo quod wita ſunt quod 
ſanta, {c#, 20. & /et.z1, unleſf. therfore the Apoſtle ſpall twice ſay the ſame, Segungenida eſt 4 ſanRi>. 


ftcatione inſtitia, er quia ſanſikicatio ct inſtuia inkerens, accipicada juſti 
apputataem digmns, $9 he, 


Pares: giveth it to the Apoſtle out of 'Rew:4. 6:8 11. 
as before. He ſheweth the ſame out of Bernard, Crete 
an{wereth more largely to the ſame purpoſe, and citeth 
Fathers for it, ſe&. 44. and 46. proving the ſame, p. 397: 

And though this manner cannot be made good hence 
in the word and phraſe, yet you ſce ther's a neceifity of 


Frramen non ne. daſtintion ; and whenas the. Scripture ſaith, thar by 
| - effeftive, hes obedience we are conſtituted righteous, and ſheweth the 


um meritorie 
fSpientiam _—_ 
thcati- 

onem, [edemprti - 
oncmucerte enim 
ille mecitns eſt 4 
deo quiuid gra- 


tiam (an& 


tix aut habem 1s 


ant habere poſſy» 


mus, fed nimi- 


rum meruit ut et 


inkerenter ſan- 


@aificemur et im- 


by the ſame Jeluite, Chamver anſwereth 
merit and extciacing it to juſtification by imputed 
rightcouſneſſe,a{well a 


way imputation of righteenſoeſe, Rom. 4.6.11. we may 
well 


ſupplic it; and thereby put a difference: 
3- To the ſecond part of your anſwer, it being made 
, granting [118 
s to our inherent {an{tifcation... 


For the reaſons you give : | | 
1: The word. righteeaſneſſe is frequently pmt for jwſtifi- 


putative juſtifi- CAO 
cemur, &c. c, 17, 
ſtd, 23. 


You muſt remember that is. by a metonymy, for-its 


the 


ouſneſce for our righteouſueſic, then of his wiſdome &c. This: 


urged By Proteſtants for;Ith- 


tla pro cas quam ages * 
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the cauſe, juſtification the effeRt ; and if hee be made 
juſtification hee muſt be made righteouſneſſe to that 
end, cauſe and effe& put each other, 

2. Thatrighteowſne(/e is fill given to the death of Chriſt, and 
never to his attive obedience. 
| It's righteouſneſle aſwell as paſfive obedience, and 
m on our behalte to God by his eternally obliging 

W. 

Weexclude not Chriſts death. 
| Whatyoulay down is the queſtion and is noſtrong- 
er then your prootes. 

And its wonder to me how you can exclude it who 
make it eflentially requiſite to the meritoriouſneſle of 
his ſufferings, and thele not to. be ſeparated, as before. 

3- Weprotfefle both aftive and palive, It's not ther- 
fore againſt the principles of. themſelves, nonehould 
it of his ative obedience onely, that ever I rcad of, but 
the man of clouts your ſelfe put up.and ſhoote at in this 


buſineſfle. 


. Expoſitor; are for this, Who by Chriſts being made righ.. 
reonſueſſe wor "ws, pd pup onr inÞification nnd mk 
by him}: ſome placing it in Remiſſion, ſome aſcribing it to bus 
[ufferings, none. to bis atlive obedience or 1mputation of this 
10s, 

1. What Expoſitors have done we have given a taſt, 
and 2. Thet's none that take it for ative obedience a- 
lone. and imputation thereof excluding Chriſts patsive 
obedience. 3. Many joynetheattiveand paſzive both, 
all that I know, either directly as thoſe you oppole, or 
in cffcQ ; whenas they make that which indeed was 
ative alſo as Chriſts whole humiliation, our obedience 
as Parew. And as for imputation, I know no enemies 
it hath but Socinw, Arminia and Mr. Horton (Mr. Gata- 
ker diſclaimeth it : So doth Piſcaror, juſtitia. r. cujus 
ſatisfaQtione nobis donata atque imputata juſti ſumus. 
Meton. eff-Qi. Pi/e«. in locum, and Pare) and Papiſts : 
and yet the evidence of truth is ſuch as from this wore 
where 


——— 


By The DABrinevf Juſificutionriteved. Pare2. 


where heatifivereth Cafvirheyedtdeth-what wedefire: 
and Tmpuration'as the'Mars. of Controverliies 6blerved 
to us, and is to be ſcen?. 2 de jmfftifact0 left drinde rand 
that out of Bernard. : | 

So ſuch as place-juſtification in remiſsion of'finnes 
which/ſuppoleth righteouſnefleand that of *Chrift and 
that imputed or applicdto that end; it being an efte& 
or con{equent, as Mr. Gatakgr himlelte,. and ours-at 
at large betoreſhewed. 

And it's but your preſumption 'to thinke that on 
your Popiſh objection anſwered before yon made it, 
which you will not take notice of, that Imputatiomof 
Chriſts a&tive obedience will not more be urged or 
contended 'for from hence. | 

The next is, 2 Cor. 5 »h, 

For he hath m1ade hiaw to bee finne for x9, who knew no; fume, 
that we might be made the rg heeenfacfe #f God enhimm, © © 

Asour fines are impateid to (rift, ſo Chrifts righteotjulht 
mearing bis ative obediexce, is impmrtedro s, Mr Gataker 
bath well obſerved, thisplace ii prognant againſt themiſebver, 

Let us alittle view Expoſitots-on the Text, and ſer 
whether there beaman _— to'the imputation of 
Chriſts righteouſneſfle , I fill fay aRive and-paſnve 
from this text. 

_ #4. Di&o locosgirech ops. Calle eee gy Te ſecui dicunt. Venos joſti ſumus j 
= magnate ps nf 
4, im wy juſt Quomedo jof 


accepta nobis fertur Chriſti juftitia, wor.© ad 'antitheſin redeawns j et peccati, * ; 
1 umus co-am deo *qualirer ic, Chriftus fair peccator .Perſonam tamm acftram | 


FUL 
reus noſtro nomine heres. ct tanquam peccator judicaretur-non, pr9pryys ſed alienis Jeliftis:o-l aſc; 
nunc juſti ſums in iplonon guiaTperibw prop rijs farifaciamuy! gridieio” Be i-4ed <queniem oa ſtniur 
Chriſti juſtiria, quam Bee iedapmun vt n6ſtz4 hats 1 toc; e321 1-2 Fnfi3 ca 6; [Ar 6, 
Nam filius dei omni. vitzo puridmus 10iquiratum tamen noſtrarum probrvm acgjgnominiatn induit, 
ac ſua viciſſem'puritate cos ope-rnit, ; , 
Yides non 1n nt bis fed in Chridoede jaſttiom noſtram, vobis taveym cojarecomperere qins Chit i 
ſumus perticipes, f6quidem omnes curdivatias cum iplo poflidemus, 4» lvc. dw fre 1, j cx21 0,23. 
Sic Be{ 4, #n loc. Jiſtitia dei (deft "juiſt-ap ud ders er qwiden) j6{tieia, aorrne bis dqee 
cum ig Ch1ifty fit ntbis per fidem a dev impotaturs ideo evimy additum bſt Py <7" Sic ergo fuam's 
Infiila Neiin ipſ@ utille eſt pecearnm in tob15; nempe ex imprentions herevire fron th bow { brif « 
ſme. | 
Farew (aftig. 1.2, c; 16 þ. fog. Propofitic noſtra ft manifeſts p&e-erahimppiopmer 


Chamicr, of rbuplace, i»+,u0 magnum pondus, qua nog tapht'm nvs dicumar faRi juſttias ſed eriam 
us 


eee ee es ”——2, >, oc om , _ _ > 


_ —— . 
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Chriſtus faQus peccarum, unde illucet vis Phraſeos = — | 

Angufp enchire ©, 48. de juftit.c. 17.Sef, 33, Ipicergopeceatum ut nos juſtitia nec noſt ra ſed De 
famns nec in nobis fed in iſs, ficur ipſe peecarum nun fuurs, fed noftrum nec in ſe ied in nodis. 

_y OI Og pxpian Ger noſtram per imputationem baberur, 2 Cor. 5. w# 

, Dawvenant c, 24. Þo . ue babcmus Chriſto i putatum quod : 
ems eclche | fur, " os —— 

$o Dr. Dewnhaml, 5.c. 1. Sift, 4,5, ke. 
$+ Dr 4 6k. Crorine hi ſupra. iſp, 8. Seft 47. 199. 
imei Bell, Emerv, Abbe. againft Bifbep. Dr. Whittaks, ub ſupre 
» in lecum ut nos eficeremur juttitia Dejz box a juſt: prenunciaremur , impucariva juſtitis 
tanquam veſte ornaremur. = 
- "9+ —_ excra Chriſtam aullan efſe juſt itiam qua nos poſſimus ornare & que valcat in con, 

Tofſamns ut nos cfheicremur ; hoc ct juſtificaremur non j.ſtitia inherente ſed in eo propter unionem 
cum illoe: ww y” —_—— Xs OO 
Then «it bh we be 1n #ur ſelves 7 1ighteon/, »t men w1 [1 
rp T Ry of $n4quity + full of jrmnc tim being found im Chrifh, ore. os away bu finne by not 6 
ping, taketh quite ava the punioment thereungs due by pardening it and acerpreth him in leſus Chrift as 
pofettty right eo, 4 if he bad fullfiled all the whole (aw. Impſt taks heed what I ſa) 

But the Apofti« ſaith Gedmage him ts be (ane whe knew no finne, Os, ſuchwee are tn 8 fight of Gad 
dhe father, as the very ſone of God bimſelfſe, 

Let it be connted folly oy frenfie, what ſoevey 14 14 ny comfort and our wiſedome, we care for ne auarviedge 
bn the world but this, that man bath ſinned and God hath ſuffered, that God bath made bimſeife the ſoune 
of man, aud rbas men are made the tighteoufneſſe of Ged, wir, Hooker onHab. 14+ p- 7. 

But you muſt be heara. 

1. The, e is no foorrmy tn the >cr ip: ure for the inference drawne 
from 1, her's noching of nmput a119n of our to Chrift or bus 
inmpecarien of righteonſnefje 19 us, Chriſts being made func im- 
parts no ſuch empmcac1en, $C. 

We deny it, lets tee whole reaſons are beſt 
2 Dr. Davenant, ſarth thers no: the ſame power of onriun« 
rightcomſneſſe, to mate ( br:ft wnrighteens, which ts of bis regh. 
reowſneſſe to make theſe that believerrghteons, (ee more Sec. 


rg. Þ. 26. 
You heard the Dofors Argument. I ſpare more but 
remit you to whats anſwered to that named place. 

3- Ther's net ſo much as the face of compariſon, betweene 
Chriſt; being made finne for w1, andowr bring made the righte. 
enſnes of God but the latter ts effirmed as the «ffeft, end,and con- 

of the former. 

1. Ther's an agreement, as hee was weeare and both 
no other pepnen by imputation. Wwertes def. Perk, p, 
175. And Dr. Abbe +6, p, 400. who maintaineth 
compariion againſt Biſhop, when —_—_— denyed com» 
parilon: Mr. — there is Lome __ 

44a on 


__ 
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{on or likeneſle implyed by the Apoftles. 
2. Grant this the effc& the former the caule,the for 
mer cannot be, nor cauſe this effect without imputati- 
on. Nor yet the latter without application,imputation 
of the ſame. ; 

3- Thardly, in ham muſt import faith and Gods 
imputation, thence particzpation of his righteouſnefles 
not 1n our {elves but another, him, which can no other- 
wile be as you are often an{wered. 

4 T he cleare meaning 15ythat God for that end mude C brift 
ſon,that t5,4 ſacrifice for fin; thatwe may be made, YC. That tt 
4 ſociety or remnant of righteonsones, after the peculiar manner 
of uf cation or rightcons making, which God hath controved 

through the ſacrifice and offermg of h1s Sonne, | 

This is but agenerall, and it's taken up by parts after, 
to which we will giveparticular aniwer. 

I. {t'sa frequent expreſſmre to calithe ſasrifice for fnne by 
the name of fonne ſimply. 

It's granted and yetthe ſame tell you, that interpre. 
tation, « /acrifice for finne, 15 ſhort, and that hee was made 
ſinne, without which he could not bea lacrifice; not by 
inherence but impuration. 

Bets amen So Doctor Downham, If God did wake C brift s ſacrifice 
ratio Antithels <> ſine be 199pwted onr ſinnes unto bum, &C, neither can it bee 
Fiftus dicatur Caongeived bow be ſhould be made 4 ſacrifice for our finne, wel: ſe 
ſacus eſle pe gs ſinne were imputed #n:;o bi. Who ſheweth the apree- 
;. peccaror non Ment between the types and Chriſt, p 267,268. See Mr, 
_ _ —_ Wotton detenc. Perkins. be place may be cxpounacd other 
ory pnrewc wiſe, hee made him ro bee counted « finner, & c, Thomas and 
rcaru ph wp Catherine & p. 190 of Defenc, v7 /innes were charged 19 
Ggura fuir hircus Hims 4s the ſins of the people were 1matype laidon the ſcape goat, 
- jeminns ©v= Lew, 26, 21, It's Mr Perkins argument, Dr, Abbot 


Lev.c.16. Beza defendeth it largely, p. 204. 


in loc m. 


Er fi patres non mtVipeccatum intelligant hoſtiam peccati ramen vterque ſenſus ſtare poteſt quOgi + 
am utroque node Ghriftus fattus clt peccatum pro nobis , tum quiapeccata noſtia ultro mic derives 
vit geRtanda, lucada,tum quia vieima fattu- pro 11113 revera lvit. 

Frior tamenſenſus had dibio cft verior et Chryſoſtomo placuit, &c. &- was debitor coram Den; 
guid ck artem debiros coram Deo mh peccator cum debug nil tunt wh peccara 

PF arn, 
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Parewcaftig. b. 2,c. 10. p. gyro. Thu Pargus to Bellarmine obje#ting a you. 


$+ C:i0aw p. 401, and p 406, who —_— 18 from the tips, 16.Lev. Audio illi imponi peccara 


Pulicum poriaie peccata,unde 


ar harcus ipie cr polluebac alio., 11 cauſa eſt quod 20 and 


inlige; it. 44 11D KEgerct ver. 24. 454 36, hun: tipum fuille Chriſti non dubitant ve Chriſtigni 
tollc hazc vm puca. lconem peccatorum a Chriſte 6 verus ceremonias fait inannise .quippe Cit nom re- 


ſpond<.ec vernas, &f ce 407+ 


2. Toexpreſſe a number or company of juſtified ones Seb, 3. 
. 45+ 
, I here it's examined. 

2. Of chat from the righteouſues of God we bave fokgn, it's 
of Gods donation and conrivement, 4 ande/ Goa,thas perſon as 
before, 

- The eff ett ir meant , deliverance from the guilt and pn- 
w5ſhment of [innenot imputation of bu alive obe thence. 

If the efte& bee meant » it followeth not that the 
righteoutnes of Chriſt exprefled ſhall be excluded , im- 
puration ot RON paſsive none exclude.and 
you cannot the ative it it be an eflentiall requifite to 
the palsive,remiſsion tolloweth juſtification or juſt ma- 
kyng(ae you {peak)a man cannot bee maqae juſt but by 
r12hreoutnes. | 

our fixt 1s but an affirmationof expoſitors, without 
alaces the contrary is largely ſhewed. 1 ſuppoſe. 

One Scripture more,whence the ar gument being more r1dics.. 
lows, it ſhall be inſiſted on with more NR 

You are a merry man that can laugh at Arguments 
brought from Gods word, all are ridiculous, this more 
with you , you laugh at all Proteſtant Divines, and 
truth it ſelfe. God may laugh at you in agone,when you 
ſhall ſtand and be found not in (bros righteouſnes, but, 
a weake faith. 

3. Gal. 10, For its written curſed is every one that abideth 
not 1n all things which are written inthe booke of the Law, and 
doe them, 

The argument is given in thus. 

If every owe be exur(ed that abideth not, $C, then can no man 
be jeſtified but » emarnes accurſed, who bath not the per felt obe- 
dence of Chrilt r19che law mputed is bim, beeawſe no mancau 

Aa 2 obtaine 
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obtaine ſnob ptr ſonall vbſervation thereof. | 

You lay ,it deſerves ot an an[wer; and the man ofthe argue 
went 6 confederate with Stapleton the Paprſt, at leaſt part: 
who maintaines agar ſt Calvin , that the .righteonſner of rhe 
law aud the righteoujnerof faith, are net iwo, but one and the 
ſame right eonjnt?, 

I know not the man of the argument, ncither yet rea- 
ſon of your ſhghting him or it. 

2. Contadency with Sraplcron 1s a great matter, It {ee- 

methin the man of this argument- Your contcdcracie 


with them out of your owne mouth muſt bee acknow- 


ve2A ©, vQYTH4 et 


ledged a yreat crune. *# t 
3- The rightcouſneſfſe of the Law, which Chrift in p 
our ſtead as our furety pertormed tor us; Adtive and , 
paſsive,which latter #«r..»: caleth obedicnce to the law, 
18 all one with the r:ghteouſnefle ot Farth, that which { 
faith applyeth to our Juſtification. 
Yet 1s he no contederate with Srap/eton ſecing righte- 


ouineile of the law with ham 1s » that which is inherent | 
in us. Which hath no agreement with us , but rather 
with you, who cftabliſh taith.and that inſtead of that of 
the Law;zand what is it but a part of inherent righteouſ- 
nes, Goquened by the law ? You call it righteoutnes on 
3. £bil. 9. 

Butlets heare your anſwer. 

1. If there be ne other way to dijjolve the enrſe but Chriffs 
perfelt fulifillmg the ſaw , woe a thouſand times roche World: 
For T1. That ther » none ſagb bath beene proved " * if of were 
it would vor diſcolve the cr ſe, it cannot bee but by the blood of 
Chriſt." He muſt be made « exr ſe. 

Theſe are words, and ſo is your firſt Reaſon,and your 
{ſecond : For we exclude not C hrifts blood, that's obe- 
dience as the A pe and Parz#us as betore:and how can 
you exclude Chriits Ative obedience, which you con- 
tefle Fflentiall to the blood torthis eff diflolution of 
&n-that it maybe a ſacrifice? | 

2 Hethar sfwlly 4iſcvarged of nen-contiunance , is ont of 
danger 
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danger _ ewrſe': andni's e2nſiſtent with the opinionoppored 
fo A167! «(4 forgrvenes 19 the paſſive rbeduerce without 1ns- 
pwiaiion A attrve co that end thas'1pleadeanctte bring mes 
of the cur 14 bus under the bleſſing, or promiie doe thes. 

x. Chrilts ſufferings are got in themlielves afull dif. 
charge. thcy mult be umpurcd. 

2+ Thcy mutt have concurring 4s av effentiall requiſite, 
Chrilts active obedicnce, if when they be imputed they 
take away .he carſc: did you never heare of this betore 
and y. tditpute 1; to oft en ? 

Your telte conteile, where ther's perfctt forgiveneſle, 
that man 15 pertly righteous; 1Ic tay ſo too. That 1 
rcqui:e is that as youathrue it you ſhew us a caule. aid 
bell us wlicrewithall. | 

We can when as wenamethe imputation of butlSas 
thcr's righteoutn:fle given us there wa caule. 

And1o whenas you make the Active obcdience an 
eſrentiallrequiſite to bus tufferings thers a caule. You that 
deny it, deny the caule. But as wee have ſhewed before 
the 1mpucation ot both muſt be ſuppoled 1n the tame; 
her's pardon. her's rightcoutnefle. her'sno curle. her's a 
bleſsing and the cautes: your telfe deny Chrifts death 
enough without chat eflentiall requifite: chew on this 


good S1r. TE 

To omit that juſt making goeth before pardon as be- 
fore:andrhe contrary were the «bwne;ion ipoken of ur- 
ged by our's 'o juſt: fie a wicked perten, 

3 Imputation of aperfeti fulfilling of the law from another 
caraor make him ſuch, 4 continuer in the law who breakes it 
daily andleaves him wnaer the Curſe. 

2All the 1wput ation inthe world of whatſ-:cver from whom/0- 
ever cannot make bim that hath not commued to bave coming» 
a4 1% them. 


This argument is a bloody avd mercifull ſpirit bearing downs 
all beforent to hell. , 
Imputation of Chriſts ARive and Paſsive obedience 
which 1s our Tenet, maketh kun a continucr in the 
Aaa 3 | workes 
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workes of the Law, notwithſtanding the many 
things wherin all offend, in G ods account : qhole that 
hold the unputation ot the Paisive obediencealonedoe 
{0, or muit grant no man living ooo account 
a pertect tulhller of che Law, or pertettly rightcous, 
which yet you argue tor ; for it takcth away finnes and 
thar man 15 pertectly juſt as you teach. 

Whenas therctore you ſay all the umputations under 
heaven, of whatſoever.ftron: whomioever can not ; you 
oppoſe ituputation of an others righteoutnefe or obe= 
dicncefimply, imputation of that which is paſsive of 
Chriſt alſo. And now let the Reader judge whole ar- 
gument or tenet 15a bloody one ; for deny this impu- 
tation of Chriſts obedience, ex conceſſis, and all are as by 
nagure, Children of wrath ſtill, and under the curle. 
Theſe are but words. 

5. Ult. The meaning ts, every one that expefteth juſt ificati- 
on by the Law,the C wh will fall be 'vy upen him, lt s tobe 
lumited to the wnrverſality of them onely who depend on the Law 
for juſtification. 

1. | grant that every one that cxpeRteth juſtification 
by the Law is accurſed, by this Scripture; but this an- 
ſwereth not the Argument, which 15 that therefore to 
avoyd that curſe there muſt be perfect obedience 1mpu- 
ted by which we muſt be pertectly righteous,and avoyd 
the curſe, we muſt have itto avoyd the Curlſe,cither our 
own or anothers. its impoſsible by our own obedience, 
we muſt have itby anothers, and that cannot be but by 
imputation, and ſo might paſle the reſt as not to the 
matter. 

2. It 'sa truth of thoſe, but it muſt not belimitted to 
them ; 1t 1o. then onely jufticiaries that looketo be ju- 
ified by the Law pcrionally performed are under the 
curſe, and not finners fimply (eſpecially, which in the 
Church.and to under the Law)impenitent men though 
they hate that opinton are under the cnrſe, by that 


place of Scripture. 
Your 


—— —_—__— 
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Your frit Realon. | 
t I. W hat the i aw fpeaketh, it ſpeaketh to aBthat are wnder 
Ya che Law, and no other, and thoſe that exiþctt "u by fanuh are 
t nor wnder the Law , but under Grace, the curſes concerne them 
p, . met, againſt ſuch i no Law, &c, 
d 1. This proveth not that thoſe onely that will be 


juſtified by the Law ,are under the curſe ; it's a truth of 
r others who tccke 1t not that way, being yet under the 
1 Law, asall are thatare not under Grace. 
- No man denye:h what you ſay of the believer in 
J Jeſus Chrilt, ncither doth ut prove your reſtriction, or 
. limitation : Faith in Chriſt, applieth the righteouſ- 
| nefle of Chriſt, ot which betore, By which we are ju- 
| ſified, and have no condcmanation, and it eftabliſheth 
the Law. 
2. Say youthe comtext leadeth ua torch limitation, 1. be+ 
canſe the preceding words are, for as many 4s are of the works f 
the Law re nnder the Curſe, for proofe of which he alleadger 
this text, 2, It sprovedby the 9 yer. thoſe that are of faith 
are bleſeawith Abraham : theſe, not thoſe that would be ju= 
ftified by the Law, which he proves becauſe they were under the 
Curſe. Sothat continuance, YC. is onelyrequiredef thoſe ti. 
ther to aveyd the (ſe or obraine a bleſſing ; who ſecke tobe 
Juſtsfied by the works of the Law, and not of thoſe that believe 
and depend on ( briſt for juſtification. | 
I | xp as before,zuſtitiaries accurſed, onely believers 
bletled : | 

And to the 3. the juſt to live by faith : Is the curſe 
therefore limited to juſtitiaries ? No, but it's true of 
other finners fimply. 

When as you conclude, 

The efor: that {uſtification which we bave by faith in Chr 
cannot be ſaid to be by'a continuance inalltbings /riten inthe 
Law ro ave them, becanjc 1t's nothing el/e but juſt ificarion it 
ſelfe by the Law. 


1. What agreement there is betweene this condinten 
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and what you tooke to prove, the limiting the curſe to 
Juſtitiaries, I underftand not. 

2. I know none that defendeth that juſtification by 
faith is by our continuance in the Law todo it. Its by 
the righicouſnefle of Chriſt his active and palsive obe- 


dicnce, his dying for us and tulfilling the Law for us, or ' 


deach with his obedience that eflentiall requifite, in 
our Doctrine apprehended by faith, imputed by God , 
by which we avoyd the curie, and injoy the bleſsing, 
og þ be objefted bejuf 
.29 Hheveas it eo ed, net 4 man be juſt i= 
fied by fatth and that la and be farieued fo 4 righreenſneſs 


of chat Law byfanh ; you anſwer yer. 12. the Law is not of 


aith, be cannot fulfillthe Law one wares or other by fanh, it 
yequires a perſonall obſervation, of which c. 8, 1 part, («»d 
then tel wm )that bere 5 no Santtwary for pretended 1mwputation, 
but an bigh hand of beaven to overthrow «& , 

Inecd fay no more then whar 1 did immediatly be- 
fore an{wer, we plead not for perionall obſervation, 
morc then you. yer obſervation by another we urge ; 
that others paſs1ve obedience with it's effcntiall requi» 
fice as you call it. 

Theformer js not of faith this is the righteoulſneſſe 
of faith, and profcfle mm thete words of our Homily, 
Chriſt w therighteonſneſſe of allthem that believe 5m him, ee 
for thempard the Ranſome by his death , bee for them \ulfilled 


the Law in bis life; ſo that now in him and by him every 


" true Chriſtian man may becalleda fulfiller of the Law, foraſ. 


wech as that which our infirmicy lacked, Chrifts righteonſ- 
eſſe ſmpplied. 

As for the place you referre the Reader to, he may 
finde it examined. 

Some plead, Phil. 3 g.6nt we having elſewhere npon a 4ili.. 
gem ſearch found this Scriprmy looking a quite contrary way, &C. 

1. The Some, are all Proteſtants againſt Papiſts : 
2. you found it not but indeavoured to make it looke 
aclcane contrary way; but in vaine as on that pub 

ewe 


a 1 
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thewed. See Z ang bine on the place in the Margent. Is Chriſto; aom - 


| And thus I have examined the Scriptures which you *poearureoy, 
oppolc. Let the Reader judge whether mere gs, habere non ſuaem 


2s your words and undertakings. in te ric 
| —_— > 

—_—_ againſt faith is a proper ſence proponnded and an. —_— ell 
r. Arg. That which imgeacheth thetrath or juſtice of God, | nk _— 

can bave uo agreement with the truth. pria --Induuntar 
But _ -——_ of fauh in the ſence declared duh ſo, hoc Chr 

- vere j - 

The munor isproved, becauſe if God ſhould impate &+%<hd 501 

faith for righteoulnefle he ſhould account that to be fo conipern Dei 

which 15 none- : juſtificarÞ polſu- 


mus --Elt waa £c< 


Thc major is confeſſed an anqgynted truth, the mi- p-ecipiuscon- 
nor isdenyed, and to the proofe anſfiyer is made. croverkijs que 


_ inter nos lunt & 
Thu wa the ples of that fanatique Spirie Swinkhlidius 4s Poutificios non 
Zanchie : 4*d ch; Conncell of Trent as Calvin obſerverb, Pon, 
to prove that the word juſtification was not tobe taken in 4 jwu- fidetantum a no- 
dicial ſenſe for abſolntion, but in « Phiſicall or Morall ſenſe I_ af 
for conſtituting or making 4 man properly and compleatly jſt, Tam pe: feats 
; : ; - Chrijti juſtia 
and us the common argument of Papifts, for juſtification 
herem grace: yet } conceive it very unjuſt to charge either ie previcla illins 
wich Swankficldianiſme or Popery, — 
The plea 15good as it's made by us, and made good þ. ;3. beaiquo- 
out of rhe Learned in our vindication of Mr. #atker, **> &<.3 7-6: 
"he" Nempe Chriſti 
and that by our Orthodox Divines. impucara qua (0- 
What Sw:nk fieldixs held I cannot tinde though 1 have dy ory 
ſought, and cannot ſpeake to it, it's not in that place of puranuc 
my Ee. {t noltra non a» 
. lia rationc nll 
quatenus per fidem apprehenditur et nob's impuratur..-- Mere aliena et juſtitia et tantum nafica per 
imputationem nam neque aGtione fdei noltre juſtificamur ; ſed ea 1£ rantum ue per fidem apprekeu- 
ditur, quz eſt Chriſtus cum ſua obedienua juſti cenſemur, et fic il11d intelligo credidit Abraham ex 
imp .catum eſt ill; ad juſtitiam, Gen, 2 5. 6. quid reputa.um ? non aftio oua (ed 1d yuod crededir tow ut 
alit loquuntur, ipia hdes n+ n (ai ap rehendrare ſed objeRi apprehenfi reſipeRtu. Hes verocit.. Tum 
Chriſti ipfius obedientia qua pro nebus et legem implevitet mortnus eſt. 2 Phil. cr 5 Kors, per hunc 
enim juſti,conſtuuuntur multi eſt credentes -Dentzue hec juſtitia cit Chriſtus id ipſe factus pro nobws, 
obedieas aſque ad mortem, 1 (ex. 1. & 2 Phil, hac demum elit 111a juſtitia de qua loquitur Apolitolus 
que ſola fide percipitur, non eft igitur woltra propria ſed aliena non nifi ex illa habetus id que manu 
fidei--  pare-Er niſi pec juttiuam quzeſt in Chriſto juſtus efle nemo poreſt noſtra ſola impuratione- 
non kt Opus, &c. bed ut juiticiam De1 in ſe apprehenſum habens juſtificat , ficut oculum uon ut aurmm 
Sed yinum in ie continens fitim exting-it. Capite 5, t ficur per in obedicntiam Ad 2 nobis 
nimirum imputam fat ſumus omnes peccatores, fic per obedientiam Chriſt: aempe pa: iter 1mpu- 
tatam, nes qui 1n eum credimus juſtos conſtitui, &c. ubi textum profert, 9 Rows. 29. 30. 16 Rem. 3. 
Zan.in lo, Hinc (cquituc ney; afhione Bl —_ tan,ua vel juſtitia vel partgjuſticie R®> juttihicarl, 2 
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© The Doftrene of Jfifibatton cleaved. Part 2. 
For: the-Fopyb. opinion of juſt maki 


by: inherve 
| rightcoutnetlevang ours by what's irnputi es 
' as-2 oppoted-pinions, the'queſtion 15 of that- whith 
conſtiuruteth a man properly and compleatly juſt :- we 
deny inherent righteouſnefle, by the fame argument 
faith, thele are imcompleat and imperfect, ther's fome- 
what elſe that doth'it, and thet's the perfect righteonl- 
nefle of Chriſt, here-is a truth anſwermg Gods ac? 
. count; {ee it at large before. | | p 
And methinks the word juſt making ſhorttd not yea 
forme us'to'themr more then'your (Wks, "his uſe the 
_ often, as fomiewhere T have gathered and-obler- 
ved to you. Wl 
2. fd doth not foliow God ſhonld acconve that for «wg 
neſſe whith t4 none... For fwith & righteaſnefſe, 3 truck und 
propreety of peech ,+ yy | 
lt'snot perfe& righteovſnefle, and therefore 1t's'hot 
enough that tt be righteouthefle. 1t muſt be perfect, 
what maketh a man 1o in the fight of Ged, if God ſhould 
pure that which is imperte& for'this righteoutneſle, 
Gods jwedgement ſhall not be according toxrmh. [t ſhall be but 
inherent righteovinefle 1f you ftand to that and what 
the Papiſts urge. You fay, wack * ; 
' 3. Ton meine not Gods necomting ſuth anaft; a righteous 
#tt, mnchLeſſe that Le eftermeth it a' per felt obſervation of the 
Law. But that Godledkes on a believer, and intends to do as 
graciouſly u it were with # man | e fettly righreome, Of this 
turther. c. 19. 1 par. ſect. 6. & 7. . | 
x. Ianſwer that which 1s imputed is not-onely righ- 
teouineſle, but exact contormity to Gods Law,ſuch doe 
ins {uch ſuffermg. : | 
2+ I adde, When God looketh on a believer ſo, and 
dealeth {o, 1:'s not with reſpect to faich, but that perfect 
obedience of Cl:rift, which taith apprehendeth_'it's in 
his beloved, -» hm 7 am wed pleaſed, taith is but the ap- 
plying inftrament. 
3. Thai'snot all, it conftitutethrighteous, help, wwre- 
provable 
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revable npbiamable, ih:Ged: Fghr;a believer is ſo though 
bb ivherently,1n-and by the. imputed righteouſnefle of 
Chriſt as Chrijt hunielte;becauſe with his righteoumneſle, 
which fai:h1na proper {eate doth not;and thertore. 
| 4+ Beſt withs71/4Y 1) Gonarconmnts.mienrighteone or perfeltly 
a who have fargauevel/s of pes, and arenetfe in exattneſe 
TAUNm 1121003 £1 Hitt 19 25; 
| go it, we are not; fo in our ſelves, yet.imexacthiefle 
of ipeechare.{o un Chriſt: It's certaine from forgive- 
nelle of finges, which.158 conſequent of: righteoutheſſe 
:mputed, yeaot, Ju dation 4 thote doc not exclude 
Chriſts rightequinelle, nor imputatiow: but {uppole 1t; 
and lo doth My, G«:4ker, of the patsive. obedience, and 
you muſt do {o,xk you willnot hold with-Secines, ard if 
you bold the. jpuratuon thereot;, what's:cflencially 
requiſite, cannot be excluded; - 1. R 
t. what's all this to your faiths. imputation in a 
wick {cu{z, all hold it relatively taking in the objeS; 
Bio 264 2, D7EHT Ot 31201 ©abr | 
""Obje/7. 4 thtaith infuch: d; ſenſe. ſhould be imputed 
for righteouſpeſſe,then ſhould juftification be by works 
or — in our felves 7 ot the Scriptur > monny 
| 1 our telvcs.'. Ergo You aniwer. 
PR FA by perl and omenba; «(ſe _.- ſebves is meant 
the merit of works,o/ elſe by way of [imple performance, In the 
former the Propoſition is falſe, and conſequence denyed , faith 
may be imputed in the declared ſenſe, and yet not by merit : If 
mn the (atter (enſe [o the miner. ys falſe, for the Scripture 'rejes- 
«th ng where ney thing that may gee under the name of 
works, or (hat may be done by 9 from having to do inthe matter 


* of juſtification, God atir1outeth juſtification to faith which he 


calleth works, 6 Joh: bs; is the worke, &c. thu Writers call 
Lat enerke pl 2g gt MAL, | 
11,» .Lhat You oppole 1s the imputation of Chriſts 
righteauinetle as the formall caute of juſtificarion, you 
deny. Chriſts righteoulnefle the materiall, and 1: 1mpu- 
te the formall caule Lon cltablich faith. Our argu- 
roll ) 2 


£13j ment 


. 
a 
+ . 
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ment 15, if by faith, then by a work or ſomewhat in our 
ſelves; when youdeny the contequence, it it be taken 
by it's merit | 

I aniwer, that which juftifieth as matter or forme, 
mult have worth and merit, 10 hath Chrifts rightcoul- 
nefle, and theretore we pich on it, otherwiſe it could not 
be the matter or formall cauſe though imputed, and 
we know works cannot merit, when all is done weare 
unprofitable ſervants : So your ſelfe, 1 Trear. p. 191. 
And theretore allo we may reject faith in a pro 
ſenle becaulc it's not of worth and value,it cannot jutti- 
fie formally. 1n the latter 1enſe the Scripture rejecteth 
works yea taith as a worke as the matter or torme. Paul 
will be found not having bu own righteouſneſſe, not faith, 
the place it hath 1s onely as an inſtrument, reccivin 

that by which we are juſtified ; as an hand by which 
we receive riches by which we are rich, asa golden Cup, 
Non ut anrium ſea vinum in. ſe continens fitim extinguit, as 
Mr. Zanchy but now, in regard of the obje& , that 
\ which is properto the righteouſnelle of Chriſt is given 
by you to faith, and it excludeth Chriſt as you detend 
it, the Argument is ſtrong againſt you. 

3, Objett, Imputation of taith tor righteouſneſle in 
a ſenſe makes juſtification nerof Grace To this you 
anſ{wer, | 

1 deny the mines, there' # an entire confiſt ence between faith 
and Grace, 2 Ephel.8. Kew. 3, 24. is's purpoſly required, 
4 Rom. 16. 1: « free becanſe nothing i1requiredbut @ recei. 
ving, believing isnothing elſe but areceiving that righteouſne ec 


the juſtification which God giveth ws with bis Sonne, 1 Joh. . 


12. Sothat ther s no prejudice to grace, 

1- It's a good argument. 

2+ Though what you ſay be good and true of faith 
as an inſtrument receiving the righteouſnefle or juſti- 
fication which God giveth by Chriſt his Son, in which 
{peech the waight of juſtification is put on what 1s 


received, the righteouinefle of Gods Sonne, which 15 
s our 
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our expreſſure againſt Papifts, wherin Chriſts righte- ; 
ouinetje 15 allowed che matter and meritorious cauic, - 

and it's application or inipucation the torme, where it's 


IC, given faith as the inſtrumentall caule — x but ro the 

{- obje& to be that by which we are made jutt. 

dt 3- Yet thisaniwer will not ferve you, it you remem- 

d ber the queſtion ; it you conſider tairh is not in conjun- 

re Rion, yd: 4 meyer to Chriſts righteouſnefle, and in a 

[, proper {enle, that of an inſtrument 1s relative, and ſo is 

T receiving» you exclude Chriits obedience, the objec, 

[- deny a figurative ſenſe, thus I attirme it a worke, and 

h righteouſnefle in its {elfe, a mans own, Ideny it, ſubor- 

o dinate to grace or Chriſt, but in oppoſition. 

p 4 Arg». Faiths inuputation tor righteouſhefle in 

8 this ſenſe 15 an occaſion of boafting unto the fleſh. 

1 This you deny. 

Y 1 by Gods of, Eph. 8 its what hee receiverh, 
eſt thow thy 5 ne man hath juſt cauſe. 


Becawſe it 
$ and if = rolr 
; The minor 1s truth : 
] That's no cauſe of deniall becauſe it is received, ther- 
| fore it's got an occafien tothefleth : Tt's true, ther's no 
true cauſe, yet the fleſh will take it, and it's an occafion 
| ven it. The Phariſe gloried in what he did, and loo- 
ked to be juſtified by it, and yethe knew he received it, 
and therefore thanked God, they that urged works of 
rightcouſnefſe with faith and Chrjft and Grace, yet 
al gloried. The Apoſtle therfore will be found nor 
having bis own righteeouſneſſe, and will have that of faith, 
Chritts; this excludeth boaſting not faith which is held 
all one with doe this, and which is ſet in oppofition, 
as by you and not therightcouſnefle of Chriſt. 

2. Swypoſe the alt of believing were from 4 mans ſelfe, yt 
he bath no cauſe of boaſting, becauſe the weight of £7 given 
it, and conſequents, are not given it for it: worth, but by Gods 
goodpleaſare, . 

A 1 4 man to whow a King for taking « pinne from bis ſleeve 
ſbould be made honourable, andit were ridjcnlow hee _ 
; TL 7 , bragge 


0 


. The Doftrine of Juſhificarien cleared, Part 2, 


mat. WEE 


bragge; This inthe caſe of faith, ohengh 4 believer bath given 


hing fougiveneſſe, rig bs and tle to beavuen, its ne ground of 
beaſtmg. + .. -þ 
KS. God chooſerb weak and fooliſh things, occaſion of oy os 
ing is put off, had awen fulfilled che Law, there were cauſe, be- 
c4u/ethey bad dove it owt of themſelves, 4billities elemrall to 
niture, which are not i” fauh, or the aft of believing. 
-x- Theac of believing 15a mans own, when a man 
hoy by 6 its by h1s awn facth, though God giveth him 
ability thereunta. it + giatlas | 

2, It'san gct - ILL BID and righteouſteſle as you 
fay,and the Scripture faith, 7a»! would be found, 
having his own raghteowſneſſe, 4/14 wot of rgorks of rigbteouſneſſe 
ey 62” wy Gs. , PN "es lhe? 
3- Papiſts may anſwer ſo'of charity, &e. 
| 4+ So Lag though there benot are bp ther's' accafton 
fax the fleſh, the fleſh may, will and doth take it. 

That it's not given for it's Worth but Gods plealure is 
not enough, Gods pleature is ny in Chriſt,in whom 
onely'is worth,, which you exclude as an encguietd it, 

in the very. queſtion, ard not the righteonſneſſe of Chrift: 
hadtaich bo place % a ) king ment. ve 80 0d pleafure 
0 ing in Chaz) taking inthe object it were 
ſomewhat : your proper {enfe indurcth.it not : | The 
Kuig thatdoth for a pig, 1s not every way free, we de- 
ny a pins-worth in faith :.a pins-worth and apounds- 
worth diffet tiot- in kind but; degree : afaith in this fi- 
militude-1s worthy, though it be never ſo little. 

Reccivig. giving pardon and heaven to Gods Grace 
in and for Chrifts righteoulneſle are exciuders of boaft- 
ing. nothing that excludes that rightcouſnefle of Chritt 
eftabliſheth Free grace. 

5: It faith-in a proper ſenſe be imputed for righteou(- 
nefle then are we juitified by that which is imperfect, 
what needeth a juſtihcation. 

You fay, yomhevome wh ſach an one, and anfwer, 

7. The words inqorioait ber we are juſtified without the con. 


 Cmrieite 


= 2h amo. wo «@ | ww} 
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Party. Thr Dofreac of faſtifpcairon cleared, 
nmr evee of aty thing rbat.icperfelt, or chat, @ x bich a 
ronbpar at v4 lyiowtakd and amper; cid; hs y jon ewes omentre, 
xd eontr ibure phetromnrss /: 0 6 | 
Is the farmir;ſeiſe rt 7 falle, it dothuen: follew if- farrh beim. 
pmted, there's nothing perfett required, it ſmppoſeth more tbings 
chen wa; Chr! .ronewent: for! fre; whiob if mn bad 
nor berntheretudbdiana placefer the wwpmarion of fanh, $e. 
por thus is is rat God nwp wes avr faith row. | 976.1 
_ If faith be imputed, weare: juſtified by that which 
is > PI A 37 r> hi 
her you ſay it oppoleth Chrilts attonement, . 

r: Theetfat you giva wt is not thatby his ſufferings 
1mputcd by God and applied by tatth we ſhould be ju- 
ſtihed, which isall onewith. our tenet; if it be taken 
with what you call a» eſſentiall requiſite, ative obedi- 
ence. K 

2. Nay you make Chriſts merit to be faiths imputa- 
tion which 15 the Secimen and Arminian tenet. 

3. Anddo what youcan it's but imperfect and can- 
not juſtihe orherwite then as an inſtrument applying 
the obje&, Chrifts active and paſsive righteoutnetic, to 
what tolloweth. . 

If mthe la.ter ſerce, that ſomewhat that is wenke avd imper. 
felt may ſometime: corentre and conduceto juſtification, ſo the 

propoſition is granted andihe winor goes ro wracks, for that 
faith andthe Miniſter b, wi om, are weake and imperfett, both 
wh:ch concurre, minifperially and mſtr umentally we may be j11. 
ſiified by what 11 weake, 

Our quefjon is about what we are formally juſt be- 
fore God or juſtihed, whether imputation ot taith mn a 
proper ſenile or che r1ghteonineſſe of Chutt. 

When we alilert the latter tro be that by which we are 
formally juſt hetore God. we deny it by faith ih a pro- 
perſenic : That which God imputeth to righteuul- 
nefle muſt be perfe&, it cannot conſtitute us perfectly 
righteous. elſe. taith in a gyoper lente 15 imperfect ther- - 
fore 1t cannot; take faith now tor an inſtrument s arc- * 
ative 
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lative ſenſeas we doe, It's true how weake ſocver, be. 

cauſe itlayeth hold of and applicth wha 1s perfect, but 

in a proper lenle, denying whats figurativeand oppoſed 

an = 1mputation of Chrifts righteoutneſle, it cannot 
0. L 

It's one thing to be minifteriall and inftrumentall, an 
other to be the materiall and formall cauſe, ſo much as 
you take from yp of thoſe yea from merit and 
worth, ſo much you take from the perfection of our 
rightouſnefle, no effe& can exceed the caule of it. 

6. Argu. Some have q—_— inputation of faith we 
plead for, (cceing God ſhould rather receive a righteoul- 
nefle from us then we from him. But in | 
w__ receives not a righteouſnefſe from us, but we from 

um. 

The major folowernot, that God ſhould receive from a or 
wot we froms God. 1, Becauſe fanh is not arighteouſneſſe proper- 
ly, but that God by the meanes thereof, and tender of it L,okes on 
1 4 Tigbteous, not as mademeritorionſly or formally righteoms 
by it, but as having perfermedihe condition to which the pro- 

wiſe i1 made of making ta righteone, meriterionſly by the ſuſfer- 
' ingrof bis Sonne, and formally by remiſſion. 

Whole reaſon this is 1 know not. butif faith be im- 
Run &e. we receive not from God a righteouſnefle, 

ut God from us, by the zender thereot lay you God 
lookes on us as righteous. ; 

Tothe Reaſon, 1. Faith in a proper ſenſe; 15 proper- 
ly a righteouſneſſe, that which is called mherent. /c 
may both with truth and propriety of {perch be called and conn- 
ted a righteonſneſſe, yea the ſmalleſt degree, (0 you, P. 176. 
on tender of this that followeth, ſo that we ſtill receive 


not. 

2- That which is excluded is denyed, that whereby 
weare formally juſtified, and theretore that which 1s 
aflerted, faith in a proper ſenle ſhould be by oppoſition 
the formall cauſe ; that its g meanes in our ſenie 15 not 
queſtioned, and that which maketh us formally mo 
| c 
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wy pee teoulnedle: ſo having worth. 

hedin eyecn =o gebepmpend Coma who < 
hs 0 

outneſle «proper nd oeptchnſes tcnſe taking that for 

that received and applied is the condition, ndby it are 

we (as merorius and tormall)made lf pr mes ode Sons You hr bon 


owſnelle confifts in the fi 

not excluding Chriſts ative 
requilite, to make it meritorious, thus it ED _ 
the Lord, excluding this, it receiveth not but tendreth 
to him remif#ionot ſins cn cnn. 1 EE 
ns therchore cannoc be the ti cauſc. 

Iffeuh were roghreonſneſſe, it follewes not, that God ve» 
ations For «4 Vighteouſneſſe, we rather recerve faith ow 
God for our juſtification, 

Ourr fauth from God, hindreth not that on 
our tender and is receiving it, —— 
wer us to wel mnrrnrs— wes >. 6A 

ur inpntatoon of ſanh ſnppeſeth a righteouſ 

mameontwdfen Godin juſt in any 49. rey 
andeqmp ſhone fo De auh for rigueufofe. 
nuts any nan except e ſhould make bim rightrome npan belie 
wing, Now 46 it is impoſſible that 4 wan be made righ- 
———_—— kinds or other, ſo it's ins- 
peſſeble that nefe, mbereby a man is made rightraue m 

— ——— Som any bus Gd; ended 

6 fergiemnafe tot 


if imputation of faich fo the righteoy 
en whereby nun is made ju in ju Kification, rouge 
in juſtification giveth a ri e whereby and 
way which it's impoſsible thee a man ſhould be 
made juſt ; and this mult needs be that which formally 
ar. wo words atker fa fvtde; the queſti« 
of will be what # js? cither faith that's imputed, © a 
rennilsion of finncs, er - trmode ye 


and paſgive. 
Faith: not thee. faich ſuppolach this 3. Indeod 


it's 


_ 
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p12 eincerber it hath not the definition of it, and therefore cannot 
quia des appre- poſibly be-that which maketh righteous ; the truth 
heb orPu= then is, that it's the righteouſnefle of Chritt, by it the 
ſticiam, id fdei word {aith, we are pwn EE eh the wen How 
ipfi cribaitur | : ' no1 , 
__ . eth, 'God impure: righteow/mſſe, Faith takeing 1n 
oDebeur, = obje& by a Metalepfis, is granted imputed. 
atione dei nolire juſtificamur ſed ca re ranrum, qur per fidem apprehenditur, quz eſt Chriſtuseung 
ſua obedientia juſti cenſemur er fic illud intelligo credidit Abraham, &e. quid reputatum* non aftie 
qua ſed id quod credidir, five ut alij loquuntur, ipla fides yon ſui apprebendemiis, ſed objeRti appree 
beak rej ſo Zemchine on Philip. 3. 


The difference will be then what rightcouſnefle, paſ- 
five, or both ative and paſlive; and thus this contro- 
verſie being an other commeth in. 1 hold boch and ſo 
muſt you, when the Active is an efenual reqnifice rothe 
paſſives meritorieuſueſſe. Let theſe particulars be confide- 
red andthey will notably tend to the ftreighting this 
Controyerhe. 

What you further ſay you have an{wered, in that to 
Mr. # alkers are examined, and what you ſay in defence 
of your ſelfe not to bean Arminie» and Soemian in this 
point, and the weaknefle of the charge that is laid on 
thecontrary appacen. we have examined what is char- 
ged*on the ative obedience of Chriſt by P:rew and 
Piſcator, C.2. (ect. 8. conclul. 7. where Mr. Gattaker is 
on mentioned, whither I remit the Reader and your 

clfe. 

When you inferre, Impartiall men judgeing between 
both parts, would clecrly ſee to ſet the Saddle of Armi- 
nianitme and Socinianiſme on Our opinion as the 
right Horſe. I intreat Judgeuuentand detire no favour 
$ir, Mr. Gataker accuſed by Lacim of that crime, deny- 
edit on this ground he held the imputation of the kd 

ve 
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five obedience ot Chriſt, j»/f11i« impurars quam 4 Chriſte 
babemme 4 yay 8; C148 5þ) 0 COMLT'8 Socinum 6x 49no agneſ- 
cimne, \ct. 54. ſeit alter. p. 8. », 36, In that name 
himſcltc and 24/carer are free, Mr. #orcon and you his Juit iizimpua 
Scholicr arclett in the lurch,and Parex us free, between "rms I 
To ang w tho dries be hems ger GO ext nas ipla 
onely the Active alsive or arcim WCET 
which you have ftolne tor ſhelter of you in on opini- m—_—þ 6 
on ot che 7ocredere, yet I {uppolc, Piſcaror, Tarew and * i 
Mr. Gat«ker abomitiate your imputation of faith in a 
proper ſ{enſc, denying a metonymicke ſenſe. 1 am ure 
Harem telleth Beiermwe denying the metonimick (cnic, 
he did not lo much orgole Lneber 1n 1t, as blaſpheame 
the Holy Ghoft, of which before. 

And 1 muſt tell you It's before the Reader to Judge 
how you have cleared yourlelfe of agreement. in thus, 
not onely with Armizixe and Secinume, but with the Pa- 
pitts. In this you have a common purle, and it'sa point , 
ot map hv call it. And thoſe not as points in which 
+ Papi weagree. but ſuch as aredefended by Pa- 

iſs, againſt the Reformed Churches, and controver- 

ted. Neither have we aflailed you meerly, with words 
but Scriptures alſo and Reaſons. Neither are they 
calculated for the meridian of Women and. Childrens 
temper alone, we protefic no pociel Skill in that, but 
for men of underſtanding, let them judge of them, and 
the Lord give true Binding. 


Cuare. VII. 
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Cuae, V.1I. 


Onur «Arguments are propoſed (as you 


fay } ani you defire acceptation of Anſwers 
elſpbert given without repertiion. 


Our # treaty is mine own, let all be confidered 
together. 

I ew. If there be no ſtanding in Judgement before 
Gad exceptwe he indued with perfe& righteoulnefle» 
then muſt rhe righteoutheſſe of Chrift be imputed to 
us in our juſtification. 

| -rakg rand we Tanding for us, Fo. Sanding in judge 
the wence, there way be no - 

Mis before God, and gee the righteouſueſſrof Chrift nm rhe 
ſee controverted mer be iniyured.” Rem; mae! percha. 
[7 4g pr of Chrift « {a, a inthe 5. firſt conchuſfpnt, py. 
.& 4. Fea eur Divines as Calvin fiude ſufficiem flrengrh 

confidence inthe death of Chrift alone, 

'r,' The e of Chriſt afferted by us ishis 
ws Pi obedience, what weakneffe is it then 

-yor to afſert his paſitve obedience by way of oppo- 
ſition unto us, and to deny impnration therof. Phy 
appeale to the Reader how you can excludethe aRive 
obedience of Chriſt, and ſeparatc it from the paſ*ive, 
which you affert the purchaler of hen as your 
ſelfe call that active icnce a» efſentiall requiſite to con 
fitute the paſſive obedience meritorious. 

Calviz doth not exclude the imputation of Chrifts 
ative obedience to the Law fromChriſts death; 1 ap- 
peale to what's anſwered before out of him. 

2. Remulsion of finnes is no righteouſnefle, neither 


isit to be confounded as if it were the ſame witb c-_ 
cath, 


nu wy 40 6 COHB8Q vu vFINJL SS 
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death, they are cauſe and effec : remiftiort indeed is a 


conſequery of Juſtification ; let the Reader obfetye the - 
wg J 


uftified by att others tighteoul.. 
nei muſt be be jutiiet by Chriftsrtttputed, for no vehtct 
teouſnefle is fic. 


ut every man that is juſtified is juſtified by the 
— Yan other, entinor bis fe waſh Fi 
4J07, 414% may ot f ” 
wſeſes cre ,endjer no ners of Cori 5 res 
ence ( of which foe ions) 16 be ineyut [i 
, akon hx b wee vbwb winanatared 
is free pardon without farcher righteoufneſſe derived wyeu them 
ina way of inyuvatinw ot bewever, ef which ſer 4:u 5; (onelad, 

«6.7 
x! Lankrer, by the rightrouſneffe of Chrift we meane 
attiveand patsive, and I never read of one that held the 
active alone, you do bur fight with a Gaddow. 

3 And ſhewed but now,that you pitting the patrive, 
cannot exchode headtivethe paſhive wichotte het 1m1ot 
meritorious and that the CH pardon of won are ne6> 

wc t, 
Your plominmn: ont pin pra ary one wink 


ns and with yort, or effewith Mr. #ricf Soynene you 
deny 1 Eg of Chritts paſsive'obedience.in which 
youre, {erted even b Ry __ oo, 
Tothe Munor, by & may by ford 6 wo 

by the righteouſurſſe of peatfiv war wor wh 018 : 

way of nworir,, or 2. xa ” if nm wRofbobws; ed / 
rhe hrrighteſerſs of an Sir dad not bh gr own, is by rhe 
werit of theright ſc of anerber arduot bis adn; 


I» the later altogether warner, for thy 
weſte ohornih mers fo ly jaſftifliedir {rv wei 


lotta dhe den formal yes 

ov Py » ad 9 4 aw; 

own ## ſuch 4 [ſe a+ yepentanes 0% faith, . priha 
Ccc 3 Every 
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Every an that's juſtified, is juſtificd by the righte- 
oulinctle of an other ,and not his own, the dittincizon is 
Saint Pawls, 1 Philip. 3- and aniwer, that that which 
doth tormally juſtilic js alſo meritgrious, it cannot ju- 
ſtiftic applicd, that hath not worth -and merit in it, as 
ours truly teach. s 

Chriſffs rigtcouſnefle we grant as the materaall ſo 

- the mericorious caule, and it unputed that which 1up- 
plicth the. place of a forme. So nothing that is our 
own (inherent tuppolc) 15 or can be. | 

Rightcoulneſſe may be ſaid to be his own, and man 
formally juſtified ether inherently as Faith, Hope, 
and Charity. wh:ch are not only given but by way of 
infuſion, and ſo inhere onely in thoſe to whom it's gi- 
ven, ot elie by imputation, 1o asthe finne inhering un 
{uch as believe is Chritts, layd on him as inthe Type; 
and {© is the righteouſneſlc which is in him ſubjectivly, 
is ours given by God, and. reccaved by us, this allo 1s 
given by God, ours by his donation; and poſſeision as 

"rH who dwelling in us by faith 15 the ſubject 
of it. 

Now by formally you may know (and do acknow- 
ledge ſomewhere I remember)we meane not inherent- 
ly, that's the Popiſh forme of Juſtification which we 
oppolc ; this is {o our own as it1s not anothers, ſo is my 
Faith, and Hope and Charity. | 

Andyou ſhall ncver prove that we are juſtified by 
that which is ſo our own and no others. 

That we arc juftified by, 1s Chriſts inherently or ſub- 
je&ivly only, though ours by donation and poſleſsjon, 
not ſubjeRivly further then. as Chrift .in. whom it 1s 
dwelleth in us, by his Spirit and faith, 1t's his and ours 
as he is the Lord ewr righteogſneſſe made nuts 1 righteonſ. 
neſce. ; 

Remiſion of finnes, though ours by Chrifts procure- 
ment and Gods donation recerved by faith, is no righ- 
teouſneſle, as hath been anſwered and proved, and be- 


ing 
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wga conſequent of Juſtification as hath been anſwered 
and proyed, cam fever tormally juſtifie. -le-cannot be 
betore and atter juſt on, neither dothit inherein 
tman as Faith and Hope, nor can.it theretore be fo our 
OWN, as they are- | T | 

The Argument you may rcad in Chamier, de. juſtic, 
E 17. ' 

Inſtificatis per alienam juſtitiam, off imputativa, At noftra 
juſtificatre yy pak aliens im juſtiram, which he proveth and 
detendeth againſt Papyfs, 1bid- 

3. Argue, If believers have a true and reall com- 
munion with Chriſt, then is. his righteouſnetle theirs 
by my 7 m— But the former is certaine, iherfore, 

I. Theprojoſition wams truth, becanſe 4 tne and reallcom- 
munion with Chriſt may ſtand without bus altive obedience be. 
ing made theirs by impuration, (ce Glo. leh 4. & 5. of the 
former par. C..> p« 9. & 10. of this 2-par- 

The queſtion-is what maketh man righteous ; weal- 
zive obedience of Chriſt imputed 
or given us, and applicd by taith : we adde this 1s done 
by reall Communion, for ſo our finnes are counted 
aFtvally to him, and his righteouſnetle tous. It becom- 
meth ours for making us juſt. To your exception, 
Communion 1s denyed where hu ative 1ence 1s 
not made ours. It's a demonſtration, Communiotrr is 
the cauſe, Chriſts ative obedienceit's being, ours the 
etc, it's like that of the Apoſtle; « many of as as are 
Bapt:zed imo Chriſt, are Baptized imo hu death, 6, Rom. 3. 
the difference is, h1sdeath 1s named. and not his active 
obedience: It's not excluded more then his Reſurrecti- 


on ; and if it inflowerb and coneurrerh;be an efſentielirequſite,  . 


tothe ethcacy of his death, With what face, can you 
granting the one, deny_the other ? Imputatiog then is 
the bufinefle : but imputation of Chriſts paſsiveobe. 
dience is granted to us by P:ſcarer, Parzw, and Mr. Gat- 
aker, we are altogether here againſt Serine» and Mr. 
Wotcon, and you being Judge, the efextiall requifte. _ 

c 
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be left ew. Traputation is nothing elſe but that at of 
God wherby he ap lich char tows tharbelievs beno 
offended with thoſe that (peaks thus with Saint Paul 4, 


hens It aptio a he lecth; by the ebedings _ —_ 
a C- 5. ſaith» when God juſtiheth 
erhrig 


ouſueſſe. Let the Reader {ee your alices'ana £xa- 


mined. 

And Sit, if the feet be finnefull; rhey need righteouſ- 
nefle, and if they are made righteou Gd ſneſſe (not or having 
of their own clic) it muſt beby the righteouſneſle 
the head, communicated or apphed tot mop Once 
the Apoſtle faith, we «re compleat in bins ' who ts the bead, 
2 Col, where we {ce it a truth of the body and by Com.- 
munion- 

2. It wamirgaſon,it hath neither colomr nor wreath in 
i, et as Communies which were brane on wirk 


(brift, ſhould of necrſty imply or draw with is the 


priation of his attire obedience 
(emerges. s the, — &e. ee ev t "4 


come thenee formalirigbteonſneſſe, cither in whole or in 

cy cen. jo tore —— 
on which intorerds betwres and « believer ; why rather 
the alive ob ediener or righteanſusſſe of (brit then the ow 


or power or glory 7 Oh Seldom the believers 


The queſtion 1s of 5 that it may bedoge, 
there mult be righteo oo: Spine; ri that 
pf. 7 YH 70 raaen ther Fo wc 
EXIF mpuatien n—_— — Chriſt 


tation ph dg 

tation of his wiſdome, : —_ glaty, we are wilc 
- according to what i wr: 
5 Ary. there bemo cher cad reaſon or nec 


why 
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why Chritt hould fulkll the Law, bur onely thatthis 
ob:diencethcrunto-mightbe i unto us for righ. 
teoulncilc 1n our juſtification. Then is not the impu- 
tation thcrot tobedenyed, 

Bucno other nd reaſon, or neccbity can be given. 


But. 

The moarer Propoſitioniounſeund, there areother ends. 1, To 
give Autbogity t» his Dottroxe, he didwhat be tawght, 2. To 
Gods glory, therfire be diditas 4 debver with allmankinde, 
and as mediator rothat Law, 2, For exemplarineſſe, 5 Eph. 
5.4. fo draw ment imitation, 5, It hepe brm in Gods (4. 
wewr, T5. Joh. 10. 6. It'ref abſolute neceſſity to fit the Sa. 
crifice to the All ar, QC. which us largely argued, fo thar ther's 
wenecefſity arailef buving revoarſe to the pretended imputati.. 
on,10-4 diſpure ag ainſt ſuch as jaythe bareuniow of the natures 

fSereulyyuebfiett. 5. (t quabificrh bins etervally re bis 
Pric/theed, 8. Hi owncomemwens. 4Joh.34. Therefore 
the Argument from the n/clefſeneſſe of it otherwiſe ts weaker. 
Patsingwich deniall that he did the Law as adebtorfor 
himſcdlt,and that which I might fay clſe that the holy- 
'nes,Fc.of Cbrift isanecrfary reſw/t of anion of both varar-. 
bonfocShnownene thee urge this argument, and 
'that there was no -other cnd. ' Neither 1s it needtull: 
whenas you . predic all theſe, it followeth not that. our 
juſtification was not an end: and that this was an'end 
with 'the reſt, that neceſlaty concurrewre which you 
-here plead, and calling 1t-av eſſential requiſite to'Chrifts 
ſufferings for juſtification.ſheweth it,which inflowing, 
'aad concurring produceth the effett by imputation, or 
application, Gods imputing 1t to us, and our applyirg 
it by Faith. That this was his end 15 evident, where it 
is faid that by the nighreoufneſſe of one many ſhall be made 
righreow, which it never attaineth, but'by impuration 
or application. 

5. 'Argu, Becauſe weare debtors to the Law in pu- 
nifhment and-pertect obedrence alſo; otherwite our fin- 
ning againſt the Law —_ exempt and Privitedge 

us 
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us from {ubzection to the Law. ; bt" 

This minor 1 name'becauſethe major hath nothing 
{aid to it and you fay,. . | 

[t labewreth of ambiguny, when it \, aith, we are debrors rorbe 
Law un perjeition of obedrence, as well as.in matter of puniſh. 
ment, it may be true and falſe. Jf the meaning be believers are 
debrorstorbe Law mperfettion of obegrence to juſtification it 7 
utterly falſe, there's no meeato depend on it. It's freely by blaod, 
5. Rom.9g Neither are they debtors inregard of puniſhment, 
Chriſt having born it, . 

Jt'strue, wnbelievers are debtors in both reffctts, if they 
mean to he juſtified, orber wiſe then by Chriſt, becawſe there's no 
third way, be muſl keepe the whole himelfe. 

Unbelievers as you ſay aredebtors in both, to do and 
{ufter to juſtification. "_ well, their turetic then 
muſt pay their debt, if he will be their juſtiher he muit 
({uffer he muſt fulfill the Law. 

Put Chriſt doing and tuffering, and man a believer, I 
yeeld he isnot bound to do, to live, he was before faith, 
by taith,being a partaker of the fſatisfa&tion of Chrilt, 

God accounting the tame unto him, it's as if hee had 
{atished, his furety hath don it, he then is acquited;treed 
from death, treed trom ſtri&t rigorous pertormance of 
the Law to Juſtifhication.trom perſonall obedience, this 
15 what we lay. | 

When we1peake of Chriſts blood, it's our minde. But 

ou muſt not exclude his active obedience, that fulfil- 
[is of the Law(which js ercrna lex and arerne obligationis 
to life, (be1ng my debt : and whcre 15 the merit of that 
blyod if it be without Chrifts obedience to the Law, 
which you call i: s eſentiall requiſite to our life? 

2, You have our meaning, ourqueſtion is to juſtifi- 
cation : and though obedience by {anCification as 
ti ude be granted by us a debt, yea and 1n order of na- 
ture in ſome cog ore juſtihcation as conditioning 
faith, and qualitying the perſon to the promile, we in- 
- tend 1t notin this queſtion, what you fay ih the 3.place. 
3.He 


MR . 


—— 
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3. Weate not priviledgea from keepmg the Law nonot inre.. 
ſpect of jwſtsfication becanje we have rranſgrefſed it, but are 1. 
wncapable of ſuch keeping, whether perſonally or by impmration, 
which may amount io jn/tification, 2, and that che releaſe we 
have frem ſuch” obſervation to juſtification acerneth to m4 \to 
juſt:jication, by C brijts death for 19, Rom. 7. 4. 

1. It tranigretlorgare not priviledged trom that obe- 
dience in reipect oft Jultihcatioh, 1r's their debt 1tull, 
and mutt be tatishe. 

2. Though we are incapable of obleryation, fuch as 
amounteth to juttiheation, & exemption trom puniſh- 
ment , whether pertonall or 1mputed, by theſdeath 
of Chriſt, whence we'have freedome from puniſh- 
ment ; 7zet death being not all. it's inſufficient to fa- 
tishe ; and where there 1s atiimpoſibility of what is 
perſonall, irputation is neceflary; both are our debt, 
our {uret1es {atistaction is of both, and your ielte grant, 
Chritſts death inſufhcicnt without the concurernce of 


his active obedience, as an eſſenctall requifie; you cannot 


exclude it, ther's hope you may come over.you mult or* 
eat your own grant. You fay, " 

4. God never required of any man but onely (briſt exalt 
obedience tothe Law and ſubjeition to puniſhment due, conjun- 
Rim, but diviſive onely,'the Law ſanh, as this andlive, and 
he it not threatned chat fulfilleth xc, puniſhment 14 on ſuppoſition 
of ſinne. 

You grant God required both of Chriſt together, 
why ? . butbecaule hee was our furety, and both our 
debt,.to our treedome trom puniſhment and lite; both 
were necetlaty; thertore required of him, theretore hee 
tooke our nature and obeyed to.death. | Akt 
:-2. A linter we ſpeake of. and he isa debtor of both, he 
oweth ſubjection to puniſhment tor tinnes ſtmply. for 
tis indbility*ro obey. He oweth obedience to lite, 
GodsLaw isa Minif*et of death touch and promuleth 
notlite butto doing, it concernech "Chriſt becaule of 
us; usasprincipalls, him as our ſuretie. Your ſelfe 
{aid but now. , Dddz2 - It's 


— 
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It": trne,thoſe that believe not in Chriſt, may be ſaid: in rhis 
ſenſe tobe debtor5 tothe Law, aſwell in matter of prefel obee 
dievce as of puniſkment if they meane to be juſtifict and cſgaps 
puniſhment ether wiſethen by Chrift ,p, 209. 


Then both are my rg Oy of. thery aſwell | 


as their 1urety, and thertore of their {urety. 
You adds, 

5, Ju caſe a man hath ſirned and [fred (53 himſelſe or 
other for him) he 151.4 further 4 debtor tathe Low in of 
jaſft1fication, becauſe the penaliic isof equaliconſiteration ro th 6. 
Law , to abſolute w9/-rp Ss that ai no manis or cvev 
Was or 04n be bound to fulfill the Law twice for his [uſtification. 
So there's noreaſonthat be that hath ſuffered tothe full, the 
penaliy of the Law, which ſuffcrmg is every way as ſatis fat 
tothe Law @ exalleft obedience, and of one andthe ſame ov 
deration, it's toYequire 4 double ſaticfaBiion,.. 

7. Tn point of juſtification lite is infoulded; and: in 
caſc a'man ſuffers by himſclfe or another, bare ſuffar- 
ibg is not equivalent to-cxat obedience, towards-attain« 
ment of hislifc,. it's ſcene. in tho Diyell- and datnnteds 
who ſuffer for themſelves, they. arc farre trom- juſtifi- 
cation or life. Heefulfilleth not the Law once to life, 
who onely ſuffereth and doth not. 

So that we being unable, it being impoſiibletous ts 
fulfill the Law, crther way to life ; you-ſce an abſoluts 
necefsity. of Chriſt our ſureties doing and ſufferingto 

our life ; to omit the infutfciency of either without 
the other, You can never eſcape this Argument. 

6.: Argo. But there neither can beany juſtification 
witliout a perfeR righteouſneſfle, nor any ſuch: righte- 
ouſnefſe found but onely the righteouineſſe of Chriſt 
performed to the Law. To this asguilty and weake 
you anſwer, 

1. Thos;b it be trae-that juſtification cames take plact 
without 4 poſer rooſter being mothing elſe but 4 making 
4 maiperfeti ly righteons, yet ſuch atale of att; as Chriſt 
formed tothe Movall Law determinatcly, is not of ary abſeinte 
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r.. take whats granted; and' Fno- juſltiflcav 
tion wittiour et ther rep oor at's 
our mitior propofition'in' parte, 

2. I know none lintirting Chriftobetience tothe 
Morall Law; it wast&whatioever, though that was a 
pertettrule of life, and” as for the Cerernioniall' Faw it 
was reducible tothe 2 Commandement, as God*'man-- 
ner of Worſkip, forkat this a[:9#3 iy not avanift what 
we urgeiſce theplace'wherurito you referre; 

2. 11; not abſolutely true, there's no pe jel 'rightraaſtefie 
tobe ſound but mnely that of Chriff rhere is as felnrs entoine. 
pleats arighternſteſre iu the Law 4rCETſts, avtit'; ritve pro- 
bable BA God ſrnifhith the owt” of the Lars it [clfe for 
C brift: ſake, then that bt ſhould” nthate (brifts rothemt See 
C. 2+ {et 5. & C. 5. ſeRt-2, 2 pat, Tow mane renbiſſion of 


1, | 
_— Remiſsion is no righteouſtiefle. 2. It's riot ini the 


Eaw. 3 Such as have it are not furpiiſhed out. of the* 


Law wha 0 el woe xafnined, _ "Pe 
+. Peffett right whit jiffi fication (nf p7, 

whrrwi hn rar rlle wie ay ear. 
fron of ſounes, as-it\' 3, & 4.c. of this' par; &c; 5: (ex; 5; 
r'par. & Cc. 4; le: 28. of this latter, and chat Calvis tx. 
inde not onely Regeneration but all obey things whatſoever, 


econ | n 


This third is the fare with 
d, andanfwered. Scethe places I appeale. 

SeR.16. /t is ſo ſeeing it is equivalent to, and virtudlly cone 
teins the mot abſolute obtdlitnee rothe Law, a; bath been de 
wenffratred,C. 2. P. 4. 2- par» 

it there anſlycred: | 
2- 1t niay bars the name of right eouſriſie; dndihet 


compleate, becauſe it hath thepriviſedge of Z = robe wed 
Ddd ;. There. 


veſar, «: elſewhere, 


234 


— - ——u_p_y 


The Doddtone of Juſtification cleared, Lanes. 


outnetle, 1 and charity in it's place, it hath the promules 
of priviledges, and that's enough as, your. ſelfe 
though it hath not. the nature and effence of a, pex- 


& rightcouſneſle, what if it hath the name 1o long asit. 


hath not theeflence ? but it hath nat the name.neuher 
will fimilitude ſerve the turne, as there 1s hewed.  * 
This Argument doth not-complaine but glory it 
hath no ſatisfaction, ſeeing there's no-other rights: 
outneſfle, ; 3 : T'VHY (4 
7 Arge. Do this and live isan everlaſting rule, ther- 
fore the active obedience of Chriſt muſt be imputed to 
Juſtihcation. wp 
This 15a truth, you anſ{wer- | 
I grant it an everlaſting Rule,he that doth it ſhall Irye, but 
this 1 not to purpoſe, it « without rhe face of an Argomew » be-' 
cauſe whoſoever abideth, 8c. (halllrvve whether the righteonſ.. 
neſie of Chriſt be imputed yea or no, 1 deny it either 45, ever 
was,or will be, a gerpetuall rult for men tobe Inftified ty, 
and that he onely that doth this can be ſaid robe juſtified, fore 
God hath alawdiechad an ULM belive this and live, fee co 4+ 
x par. and anſwer to Gel. 3,10. c- 5. 2. pat. | 
If this be an everlaſting truth, hee that doth this ſhall 
live, that is perteQly fulhll the Law, it's as everlaſting 
thathe that doth jt not thall neyer.live, | 
' Notie:cari do' and live without the iniputation of 
Chriſts righteouſnefle. © hes, 
This I finde Mr. Perkins his Argument, That very 
thing that minſt be our r:ghteonſnes before God muſt ſatisfie che 
Inft ite of the Law whic faith, do this and live, "Now t ere is 
noth up canſatisfie rhe Tuftitr of the Law bat the Pghrieuſeo 
o SBIRionbr of C brif for ts, Secitin Mr. #ocrons defence , 


- 170+ : FR IX | : 
d If it bea rule of life everlaſting, 1t is of juſtification), 
and mult be anſwered as debt by out ſelVesor forcry.” 

2. God hath hot alwaicsha') that believe and live; or 
cl{e God rehuined faith in Chrift of {dam in in nocency 

3g View '_  exprefiely, 


There it's anſivered, ſo faith ſhould be perfect righte- 


« Hkias 
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expretlely, and God didmever requiredothisand live. 
Or elle they are both one. ITIVL) 
| Þ _ mY: 1s oP in-the-Lord Jeſus, 
.applying his pert ings and tuiterings. u's an\inftru- 
Wh ns or hand taking ih Chritts righteoutnefle/noe op- 
poſed to it, or excluding ot the obyet, foall as before. 
and let the Reader ice your. tormer deeds 'this way 1m 
thole places examuncd. zk 
-8;:Arg. That righteouſnefle which God accepterh 
Y ih our behalteis the rightcoutnefle imputed to us mm 
{ -juſtification. Bur the righteouinefle of Chriſt ts that 
which God accepteth onour behalte. | 
:.. Tow deny the Major and diftinguib on the Minor, Therea- 
ſon of the firſt is becauſe God may and doth accept for ws which 
he needs norimpate,as thepraier of Abraham for Taack. 

So theſe forwhow Chrifts ſufferings, were accepted, receive 

: ri, gs. 0. 0-4 by them, yet it followeth not God lookes on 
then as if they had perſonally indured, which i1the imputation + 
Specially oppoſed in this Treatiſe, but becanſe they be the ſuſfer- 
Mgs of his Sonne, 1 

1. Theprepofition i3 firme, that he accepteth to ju- 
ſtification is righteoutnefle imputed. 

2: God accepteth not Abrahams praier to /ſhmaels ju- 
fication , or the juſtification of any other. Pertect - 
righteouſnefle doth it, God accepteth no other, and 
thete's n6 wayel(e to have it but Gods imputation. 

3- Thoſe tor whom God accepteth Chritts death, 
have Chriſts death imputed to them to juſtihcation. and 
are looked on as men that have ſatished, not by their 
mn perſonall ſufferings, but thoſe of his Sonne our 

urety:' 

Ts the Minoy, If by obedience is meant that he performed 
tothe Common Lars conſidered a part from that he performed to 
the Law of a Mediator, It's falſe, for God did not accept that 

| entboſe termes to juſtifie with or for it, as hath been ten 


' timer ſaidand proved. 
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Jf you meame hirpaſſiveobedience, fo it may be granted, but 


then it will be ap walogiſme with q termes, 

1. We mcane Chrifts active and Palltve obedience as 
hath 'becn told you twenty times, andthiswe contend 
ducin'Chritt as a forery by che Law of medyation. 

We lay what he did tothe Morall Law was our debt, 
which our-\urety muſt pay, thatwe may hve, it's part 

2 ui ſponſor pro of his ob:dience by which we are made righteous, 

noo es et When yougrantitof his ſufferings how can yourx- 
ſtri debit: ſoluri- Glade his obedience'to the Morall Law, teaching the 
one 10 ſe (vſoe-yorld that that obedience wasan <ſeacinllrage:freto the 
paatque jute benct of juſtification; andit'snv paralogilme. 

tia nob's impu'2- 5. Arg. It Chriſt werea publique. perſon ſanding in 
ralcrequeacfi the place of all thoſe that ſhould believe in him. 
propria e:nodis a1] he did and fuffered arereputedas donandfuffered by 


inkerens fu'ller. 


See p. 370, theſc, and imputed tothem. But Chriſt was &e. 


Chriſtum autem x, 7 be Maori; wenke wedwmrue, bis \Povlgde the place 
cepatumadeo #f belttwers it mo ground thatail thes he did and ſuffered ave 


pro ſponſoren0- foghexton as done and fuffered bythem, ar his incarnation, beth, 
Apoſtolus. 7 He. cir cumeiſion, ſmbjeftion to Joſeph, &c. Redemption of the 
Chit, Hort why (bontd)f 4 belicvmy Gentile be looked on #1 one cit- 
poltro nomine CHMCIſed, what advimtage have [ t0be looked minChriſtiss 
non modo ubivit pe tharwas ſubjelt-ro Joſeph, bow ſbonld [feare avd tremble 
Proc fed eciam B&concrite ther God [rowld lecke vive ar having redeemed the 
implecionen Le- world ove of the greatrſt ults hrift-did. | 

: ar vo This arguments put in publique words not proper 
= a dbi- [ "* ud - h d do k pe 
ket me TOUgrace it, whoſe1t1s, as layd down Iknow'tidt, -but 
exigiruc, oltendo:thitIke RYour own, 


idejuſtorem me-| 1 y,grld put it, That which Chriſt did and ſuffered as 


um hoc debitum 


exolviſſc,arque the taretic'of believers in their ſtead, which they were 
proinde me libe- 1.Þtors in to God ; that's looked on as done and-ſufte- 


ratum eſſe at juc | , . . 
Chirographum red by thetu, rheir's by imputation , the Scripture 
ilud quoobligz- fheweth him our ſhrety : this is our Churches lan- 
cumeſle erabro- Buage, and it 15, Dr, Davenents Arg. 
arum,2 {0t.14. 

| c—_ fic Chriſti juſtitiamiki prodeft ad 'juſtificationem perinde acſi in me reperta ata me pieftits 
fuiſſer, at1ue hoc eſt ſupplere yecen cauſe formals, unde completi dicinmir 'in Chtifſto' nog innodis, 
vo. 10. Argument 7. 

Had 


: 7 


" Part, 3. The Dofrine of Jaftification clerred, : 


TI 


Had you taken our azlayddowne and ur- 
ed but this Dociors, jvould | have ber ſemana 2 
ach hupyry laying them dowg as is found in. you, 

leaveth out cheit hart, and 15 not ingenuous, 

And here we nuy fee how what you obje& would 
vaniſh, redemption of the world was none of my debr» 
It's anovgh.that jn in him I haye redemption. 

2. It hai been demonſtrated that it's not trath te ſay the 
ſefferings of Chriſt are locked #% 44 wine, it may be ſaid bee ſuf. 
fered in my ſtead, we cannot be ſaid to be puniſhed for the (ame 
fnnes in aud with Chriſt for which we have remiſſion in bis 
death, a Dr. Willet, 

1, Your demonſtrations (as you love to ſpeake) are 
all examined, and that 1n it's place: 

2, We ſay no mote but thar he ſuffered in our ſtead, 
it 15, permde oe i 1% mereperta, aut 4 meprefkita juiſſet, 

What my ſurety doth, is as it I had done it, and fo 
our Honilly, cvery Chriſtian may in bem and by bin may be 
e*lle1a /u fiter of 94 Law, wbis was lacking in xa being ſup- 
Pplica b y him, ; 

$. Thcifſye of the buſineſle is notall, our queſtion is 

not about the effcR. juſtification, pardon, lite. But that 


.by which ; which 15 granted to be by fatisfatioa made 


to God our Creditor by our ſurety Chrift, which as it 
was perfytmed for-us, is ours imputed as the Scripture, 
the word laicth, we have it by fell witup with his blood, 

Tand with his obedi- nce to death, by his obedience wo 
arg made righteous, when you ſay, 

*g, 1+ 4 not jeſewndatrarb as Fenn that Chrift feed in 
the ſleador plate of bel rver;, mallibings performed by him... 
7hrif aid 4 thouſund things ard ſuffered waz ,of which we bad 
no neceſſity. as to be borug of a Virgen. 

1. This is the lame with the firſt ; as it's layd dawn 
out of the DoQor, thercare no ſuch unlimited 
bur as out ſprety, and as fatisfaction for our debt. * 
' That wekcepe bur ſelves to;we fay Chriſt for us ; and 
we lay that he was obedient that by it we may be made 
Ecc rightc» 


EP"EIEy 


—Ommm—_— 
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riphteows 2 You, will us to ſee, e. 3. ſcf?. 11. of che 2. 


pare. NE you ſhall find examined. 

2. If Chrift ſuffered many things we have no need 
of, tell us whether1t was for himlelfe, or whom, orin 
yaine 

Arg. +0. 1f wecannotLe juſtified by the righteouſ. 
neſſc of Chriſt otherwiſe then by impucation of it,then 
mult it needs be imputed to us in our juſtification. 

But there's no way of being juſtified, bur onely by the 
imputation of it. 
ou anſwer. 

7 be attive obedience of Chriſt hath influence otherwiſe qua- 
lifying the perſon for the Sacrifice of bimſelfe, by which juſftifi- 
cation ts purchaſed, as before. That it s not by imputation hath 
beenproved by ; demonſtrations and 4. and that or quiver is 
well nigh exhauſt, 1 
fering. . 

1- Your D:monſtrations againſt imputation arc all 
examined. 

. 2. 'Put that influence of the ative obedience in to 
the ſacrifice of Chriſt to make it propit _— , I hope 
it doth not deny imputation, that's granted by thole 
that hold onely Chriſts paſsive obedience : 1t's urged 
and obſerved by them that they may not be accounted 
Socimanc,,nornumbred wich them. I ſee you will leave 
them there. and be ſo your1elfe if you deny the jmpu- 
tation of Chrifts righteoulneſle; | | 

\The Compoge layeth down_imputation of righte- 
oulneſle, which is Gods way of application, his glving 
at £9 us, clothing us with it, without which we ſhall he- 
ver be the better for it. And it followeth, not that our 
quiver 3s exhauſt becauſe you know no more, one” may 
dg you, willingly 2norant. .Let any man read our 

orthyes in this queſtion, + agginht Papitts, 2nd hee hall 
TRA Dany argornepts unt ;.I wifle Arrowes fea- 
and headed and ſhot in an other manner of bow, 

by an ottermanner ofarme then is preſented by you. 


adi ts — . a 


10w,not 2 Arguments more really dif< 


a a> 


” I 


4 * 
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Party, The Doftrineof Juftifitation chared, $19 


They tick in che Babilonians fides, and you and 
Es ee > = Rs 9077 
To omit thar there's not one, but js managed again} 

your gammelaying: But I wyll not word it- 
1z Arg. If wemay be {aid truely to bedead with 
OS Drone aeEeabs 
V W s LEN MAY WE rs 
have tulkilled the Law with Chritt allo (there'sno date 
fence) end coalcguently it's imputed to us and coun 
$o 


our 

But we may be, Ee, ; 

I proteſt agenaſt the Major: conſequence, &e, 

Whole this zs I know not, noram I bound to ſprad 
time about ic. It may be you mgde ir as a man ofcloycs 

our {clfc, or mared it otherwite made, that you might 

oat at it: the force that's aumed at (if I miflc not) us 

to the ſame purpole that we have ſpoken to in that 

head of Communion ot which preae. and ſo llc pafle 
$0 your laſt named argument. : | 

£-12 Whoſoever 15a inner and {o continueth whil 

ves cannot be juftified otherwile then by the impu- 

tatiotr of the righteouſneſſe of Chrift, Bur every man, 

Chriſt onely excepted is ſo, 

You Anlwer. 

If there be ne «rh er way or meanes the condition of the world 
i miſerable, ſor ſucb there's nene, as bath beenproved, bejand 
allreaſonable deniall, except | be muſtaken. 

But bleſſed be tbe Father «f mereres. —who without thas Key 
bath egencd aneffcitnall doors of luftifics tran 1s ſamers, belies 
Vers 476 not gnder the Law bus grace avdtbers's no cangdenmas» 
fieu to then, and jf any man finne we have av Advecate, RC. 
Diſſolving guilt needs va imputatees of the att ive ebedience, the 
p! opitiation by blood hath dane ib; ſervice, ys this input e- 
Jion is ſmppoſed to come at them, T be merit of Choiſts deatbs 
net ſofar exhanſt ouparden rbat it will not ſerve to Accept ati- 
on, &c. Adoption xs from bu blood, The porfe# helmeſſe of 
bus perſon and righteouſneſſe of his life preſappoſed «« hath = 

418, 


Ee 
FLee3 


T a 
» PS | | G0 


what to doe with the mutation of bis life, after it, but enough 
if nos more then enongh of this before, 

Here's enough indeed, and more then enough of this. 

1. Let the Reader judge an otherwhile, —_ be 
miſtaken, and in a miterable caſe, betng 1o profeſled an 
enemic to imputation, and the caute of muſtake to 10 
many others. ; 

2. Who queſtions believers being under grace, or 
ſaith that they-have condemnation ? Ec. will nottheſe 
ſtand with 1mpuration of righteouſnefle ? are you alone 
the Dr.of thole concluhons ? are your adverlaries,cne- 
miesto thoſe cncluhions? you take too much upon you. 

3- Diflolving guilt nceds imputation of righteouſ(s 
neffe ; nay, thence followeth ncn-1mputation of finne 
as the Apoſtle. And Pare {fo antwereth Papitts as 
before» _ 

4- Diſſolution of finnes guilt by Chriſts blood be- 
fore imputation is diflolution betore application, that 
which putteth the effc&before the caute, your friends 
will noc hould with you. 

5.Let the merit of Chriſt death be infinite if it benot 
applied, imputed by God, received by us, it will not 
have any cftcct, there's neither pardon, nor adoption ; 
there muſt be communion with his death firſt, before 
there be the effects, which-1s by tmputation. 

And who ſecth not but that deſpiſed things, the holy- 
ncfle of Chriſts perſon and rightcouſneſle of his life-are 
fuppoted by your ſelte, to this cthcacy of his blood, ro 
make it 4 Sacrifice to Inſtification, that without which Chriſt s 
death was-inwaine ? and muſt there not be fellowſhip 
with it, bloods eflentiall requifitea lfo. 

Fellowſhipwith one and other are together, not firſt 
with death then lite, the iffues are from both, imputed 
or given to us, received by faith. Will you ſeparate 
blood and: it's efentiall requiſite or communion with 
them to Juſtification ? you cannot. M 

nd 


The Defrine of Juſtification cleered, Part 2. 
ſeid, Hethat bath communion with bis death ſhall not know 
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And now you make an end with, we have overcome, 


and yet Lam not {atuhed, and I have labouced to give ' 
you an account therof, the ifſue 1 leave to God, praying 


1n your forme; The Lord by his Sprrit leade us in to 
the way of truth and keepe us that we turne not afide 
either to the right or left hand, that we maybe ſound. 
ly built up in our holy faith and fitted for his eycrlaſt- 
ing Kingdome, Ame», 
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EARATA. 


dde x Avp p- 48. 1 Par. for firſt, p. 45. p't ſecond 2 par. for jufſticiam juſticia, 
A” 13. for which righteous din p.z L-1Gne to hi, but us, read (4 ifti p.19, 


2 Par: in the Concluſsns, Errata, 

Por comprehenſive, p. 76, par. 2, | z#, read compichenſor. and in the next /, for 
hypeſtacic hypoſtatiq c, and p. 77, fur even ours, |. 2. and for quam nia. ib. 1, 11, 
for Lawes p. 98. read Law.. for meare read none. 1. 41, for truth, p. 8, pexnlr» 1, 
which for Dontiam r, Dawnhomn. p, 82, for in, p. $4. 2 par. a5, for in or» p. 87. 1.34. 
for and, p. 88. one, L 11, for for. p, 88.1. 18. ſo, deleby. 1 20, ibid, for Bf, 

. 89. 1, 13, gr hs. corperi, p. 89, for after __ r_y_ pa ſer 

Ort Ps 91, for propitiationr, propagatinn, p,92. or, as 3bid. 1, 20, for, 8, 5, 
Rem, p. 93. for Chriſts, Chriſt- p, 94, 4. 32+ for feares reads p. 95+. fordepri, depri= 
vation. p 95.1. 33+ for 1ud. 1-4, p. gy, adde, isafter will. p. 97.1. yo, for, when, 
then. p. 169, 1. 7+ dele A. p. 106. for, for, ſo. p. nc, for marveilons, meritorious . 

, 110, adde, or, WE areor, p. t12. 1, 3. for one, o'r. p. 112. 20, for nad, had.ibid, 

« 37 + for, Papiſts, Popiſh. p. 113, 1. 3. dele, part of. p. 119. 1, 2. and 5. in its.sb5d, 
and read for, ins is, ibid, for aur the, 565d, 1. 4, for 1 5. 26, i4id. dele that, ibid, 1.34. 
for our the. 5bid. 1, u/t, dele, 1n the Margent. p. 12. ſor quadraplexi, quadruplex, 
p+ 120. for Cefſac, fon. from folio 130. to x29. mend what's amiſſe. for which 
with. p. 124. 4 + P»45+adde in. p. 138, 31+ for good God. p. 141.1. 21, . 
$bid. adde or, of Chriſt or , 1, «{r. for one are, p. 149.1, 34, dele her. 150. for mini» 
mium, minimum. p. 164. folioit right from fol, 119. to 41 3 for libretionss leberati.. . 
ox. p. 169. for infolent inſolvent p,par. 2. p. 44. 1. «/r, Ceremonie for Ceremonius 
p- 189, for mercifull, unmercifull, p. 189, |, 31. for oculum poculum,p. 193. for 
pate zmpute, 194. read reapic, p. 202, and Socinus for Socinivus, p. 203-and pur 
outs nor P- 304. |. 8. dele, is, p. 206.1. 19, righteous for rightgouſnelle, p. 208. po 
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